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Charles W. Munsinger to be postmaster at Coscob, in the
county of Fairfield and State of Connecticut.
FLORIDA,
Louis €. Lynch to be postmaster at Gainesville, in the county
of Alachua and State of Florida.
IDAHO.
Julia Conners to be postmaster at Mullan, in the county of
Shoshone and State of Idaho.
Fred Evans to be postmaster at Burke, in the county of Sho-
shone and State of Idahoe.
W. IL. Greenhow to be postmaster at Twin Falls, in the county
of (lassia and State of Idaho.
ILLINOIS. k
James O. Burton to be postmaster at Dahlgren, in the county
of Ilamilton and State of Illinois.
James 8. Courtright to be postmaster at Normal, In the
county of McLean and State of Illinois.
Charles 8. Randolph to be postinaster at Ipava, in the county
of Fulton and State of Illinois.
INDIANA.
John €. Fudge to be postmaster at Dunkirk, in the county of
Jay and State of Indiana.
Williamm H. Gostlin to be postmaster at Hammond,
county of Lake and State of Indiana.
Omer Guyton to be postmaster at Cambridge City,
eofinty of Wayne and State of Indiana.
Winfield 8. Keith to be postmaster at Dicknell, in the
of Knox and State of Indiana.
Andrew Morrissey to be postmaster at Notre Dame,
county of St. Joseph and State of Indiana.
William HE. Netherton to be postmaster at Winamac,
¢ounty of Pulaski and State of Indiana.
INDIAN TERRITORY.
W. H. Harrison to be postmaster at Poteau, District 14,
Ind. T.

in the
in the
county
in the,
in the

TOWA.

John W. Burns fo be postmaster at Keosauqua, in the county
of Van Buren and State of Iowa.

James C. Dinwiddie to be postmaster at Marengo, in the
county of Towa and State of Iowa.

8. G. Goldthwaite to be postmaster at Boone, in the county
of Boone and State of Iowa.

Walter F. Hall to be postmaster at Columbus Junection, in the
county of Louisa and State of Iowa.

(. E. Haverly to be postmaster at Ames, in the county of
Story and State of Towa.

A. . Morse to be postmaster at Newell, in the county of
Buena Vista and State of Iowa.

Sherman F. Myers to be postmaster at Anita, in the county
of Cass and State of Iowa.

Robert B. Oldham to be postmaster at Greenfield,
county of Adair and State of Iowa.

Malcolm Peterson to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county
of Calhoun and State of Iowa.

Minnie A. Phoenix fo be postmaster at Ruthven, in the county
of Palo Alto and State of Iowa..

William G. Ray to be postmaster at Grinnell, in the county of
Poweshiek and State of Iowa.

Adelbert J. Weeks to be postmaster at Correctionville, in the
county of Woodbury and State of Towa.

KANSAS.

Jacob B. Callen to be postmaster at Junction City, in the
county of Geary and State of Kansas.

Herbert Caveness to be postmaster at Chanute, in the county
of Neosho and State of Kansas.

MAINE.

Edward Brown to be postmaster at Thomaston, in the county
of Knox and State of Maine.

Samuel F. Davis to be postmaster at South Parls, in the
county of Oxford and State of Maine, -

Frank L. Field to be postmaster at Belfast, in the county
of Waldo and State of Maine.

William M. Stuart to be postmaster at Newport, in the county
of Penobscot and State of Maine.

Abraham L. Wallace to be postmaster at Millbridge, in the
eounty of Washington and State of Maine.

MASSBACHUSETTS.

Althamer E. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Holliston, in the
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetis.

Elbridge Nash to be postmaster at South Weymouth, in the
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts.

David D. Streeter to be postmaster at Mount Hermon, in the
county of Franklin and State of Massachusetts,

in the
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MICHIGAN.
James W. Bedell to be postmaster at Wakefield, in the county
of Gogebic and State of Michigan.
Margaret Duncan to be postmaster at Au Sable, in the county
of Tosce and State of Michigan.
Josephus C. Mustard to be postmaster at Scottville, in the
county of Mason and State of Michigan.
C. Guy Perry to be postmaster at Lowell, in the county of
Kent and State of Michigan.
Leonard M. Sellers to be postmaster at Cedar Springs, in the
county of Kent and State of Michigan,
MINNESOTA.
Willlam D. Hale to be postmaster at Minneapolis, in the
county of Hennepin and State of Minnesota.
Frank H. Kratka to be postmaster at Thief River Falls, in
the county of Red Lake and State of Minnesota.
A. 0. Lea to be postmaster at New Richland, in the county of
Waseca and State of Minnesota.
MISSODRI. .
Andrew J. Seibert to be postmaster at Ste. Genevieve, in the
county of Ste. Genevieve and State of Missouri.
NEBRASKA.
Frank MecCartney to be postmaster at Nebraska Gity, in the
county of Otoe and State of Nebraska.
William A. Price to be postmaster at Laurel, in the county of
Cedar and State of Nebraska.
Edward B. Richardson to be postmaster at Ulysses, in the
county of Butler and State of Nebraska.
NEW YORK.
George D. Genung to be postmaster at Waverly, in the county
of Tioga and Stafe of New York.
James M. Pitkin to be postmaster at Newark, in the county of
Wayne and State of New York.

Minnie N. Slaight to be postmaster at Tottenville, in the

county of Richmond and State of New York.
Eugene Vreeland to be postmaster at Dundee, in the county
of Yates and State of New York.
XORTH DAKOTA.
Chris Fuootfer to be postmaster at Ray, in the county of Wil-
liams and State of North Dakota. .

QELAHOMA.
George Y. Walbright to be postmaster at Stroud,
county of Lincoln and Territory of Oklahoma.
PENNBYLVANIA.
James C. Jacobs to be postmaster at Burnham, in the county
of Mifilin and State of Pennsylvania.
George W. MeCauslin to be postinaster at Narberth, in the
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania.
Nora L. Pickering to be postmaster at Peckville, in the county
of Lackawanna and State of Pennsylvania.
VIRGINIA.
Annie G. Davenport to be postmaster at Gordonsville, in the
county of Orange and State of Virginia.
WEST VIRBGINIA.
George E. Work to be postmaster at Sistersyille, in the county
of Tyler and State of West Virginia.

in the

RECIPROCAL PROTECTION OF PATENTS WITH
. GUATEMATLA.

The injunction of secrecy was removed December 13, 1906,
from a eonvention between the United States and the Republic
of Guatemala for the reciprocal protection of patents, signed at
Guatemala city on November 10, 1906.

IOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Trurspay, December 13, 1906.

The House met at 12 o'elock noon.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Hexry N. Couvpex, D. D.
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.
HON. ERNEST M. POLLARD.

Mr. POLLARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a privileged
resolution.

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Nebraska offers the
following resolution as a matter of privilege. The Clerk will
report the same.

The Clerk read as follows:

Whereas on July 18, 1905, ErvEsT M. PoLrAnp was elected to fill the
;:-ac;.‘u th;nt?: -ninth Congress caused by the resignation of Hom.

Whereas the SergmntlntArms of the House of Bepresentatives paid
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between March 4, 1905,
July 18, 1905, the date

ay for this perlod has

ErxpstT M. PoLLArD for the perlod intervenin
the beginning of the Fifty-ninth Congress, aug
of his election thereto; and
* Whereas Mr. PoLLARD'S legal right to recelve
been 1{)11estloned and his action In accepting it
cised by certain parties; and

Whereas section 51 of the Revised Statutes of the United States,
under which payment was made, has never been construed by the courts

in.a case exactly like this: Therefore, be it
Resolred bg the House of Representatives, That this whole matter be
referred to the Judiciary Committee of the House with instructions to

investigate the legal questions involved and report its conclusions to
this House before the termination of the present Congress.

Mr. POLLARD. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the
resolution.
The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to.

INVESTIGATION OF PRICES OF LUMBER.

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up resolution No.
6562, and ask unanimous consent for that privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution,
which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows: -

Resolution No. 632,

Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, and is
hereby, uested to investigate the cause of the high prices of lumber
in the various stages of manufacture, and the said investigation shall
be conducted with the particular object of ascertaining whether or not
these high prices have resulted in whole or in part from any contract,
agreement, or combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or con-
spiracy in restraint of commerce among the several Btates and Terri-
tories or with foreign countries; also whether the said prices have
been manipulated in whole or in part by any corporation, joint stock
company, or corporate combination engaged in commerce among the
several States or with foreign nations, and if so, to investigate the
organization, capitalization, profits, conduct and management of the
business of such corporations, companies, or corporate combinations,
and make early report of his findings according to law.

To carry out and give effect to the provisions of the resolution the
Secretary shall have power to issue subpeenas, administer oaths, ex-
amine witnesses, require the produetion of books and papers, and re-
ceive depositions taken before any proper officers in any State in the
United States.

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands this is a request to
discharge the Committee on the Judiciary from the further con-
sideration of the resolution and to consider it in the House at
ihis time. Is there objection?

Mr. DE ARMOND. What resolution is that?

The SPEAKER. The resolution* which has just been read.
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a
question? I do not object to the consideration of the resolu-
tion. [

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands there is no objec-
tion to the consideration. Does the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. MILLER. I do.

AMr. BARTLETT. I desire to know what provision is made
in the resolution to pay the expenses of this investigation, or
whether there is a fund provided by law for the Secretary of
Commerce and Labor to pay the expense of having this investi-
gation made? In other words, it would be useless to pass a
resolution directing the investigation to be made, witnesses to
be summoned, and testimony taken if money is not provided for
it. I did not hear read any provision in the resolution provid-
ing money for the investigation.

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman’s
question, if I get it correctly, there is mo question about the
fund to carry out this investigation, and the House, I think, is
exceedingly anxious that an investigation of this kind should
be made, at least the country is, and we are exceedingly
anxious to get it passed just as soon as possible so that this
investigation may be commenced. -

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman will permit me to say,
I do not object to it. I am as much in favor of an investiga-
tion as anyone, and I hope the resolution will be passed. The
gentleman misunderstands me. He thinks I am opposing the
resolution and I am not. I am merely suggesting to the gen-
tleman that in undertaking to provide for the investigation
there ought to be means provided for the purpose of doing it
completely. You remember the President returned a like reso-
lantion in respect to the oil investigation and the coal investiga-
tion to the House with the suggestion they had not provided
funds for the purpose of carrying on the investigation, and if
this resolution needs such an amendment providing for a fund
I think the gentleman ought to provide for it, and for one I
will vote for it.

Mr. MILLER. As far as the question of money for the pur-
pose of carrying out the investigation is concerned, if they have
not a sufficient fund on hand it will be immediately provided for
by an appropriation, and I think the gentleman will agree

as been severely critl- -

Leartily with me, as far as the subject-matter is concerned, that
it ought to be passed, and I ask for its immediate consideration.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would like to ask the gentleman a
question. As I caught the reading of the resolution it applies
only to manufacturers of lumber. Now, I think it should read
50 as to cover the wholesale and retail dealers also, and if in the
iirst case it does not include them it should be amended so as
to include wholesale and retail dealers as well as manufacturers.

Mr. MILLER. In my judgment, Mr. Speaker, the whole field
will be covered by the language of this resolution.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I would like to have the resolution
read again.

Mr. MILLER. It is the question of the high price of lumber
through all the stages of its production, and it is sufficiently
broad to cover that entire question.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. 1 do not believe that the language is
broad enough to cover the wholesalers and retailers,

Mr. MILLER. I want to say to the gentleman that this reso-
lution was referred by the Judiciary Committee to the Depart-
ment of Commerce and Labor for its views upon the subject, and
they have reported back to that committee.

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Has the gentleman any objectlon to
amending the resolution?

Mr. MILLER. I would have no objection to that; no. But
I think it is sufficiently broad to include all dealers in lumber.

Mr. HENRY of Texas., I ask that for this reason, that many
of the mill owners state that the price of lumber has not bLeen
raised by them, but that it has been raised entirely by the whole-
sale dealer and the retail dealer. If they are the guilty ones,
,we ought to amend the resolution. 1 ask that the resolution be
read again.

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mir-
LER] yield for an inquiry?

Mr. MILLER. Yes.

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman have any objection to
amending his resolution so as to ascertain whether or no the
present high price of Inmber is due in any degree to the present
very high prices that the Government is demanding for stump-
age of its timber on the forest reserves?

Mr. MILLER. I will answer that question, Mr. Speaker, and
I will say again that in my judginent the resolution is broad
enough to cover that whole question.

Mr. GILBERT and Mr. HEPBURN rose.

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Kansas
[Mr. Mirrer] yield?

Mr. MILLER. To the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN].

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention
of the gentleman to the faet that his resolution only refers to
the manufacture of Inmber im its various stages; that it will
have no application whatever to the dealer, either wholesale or
retail, after it leaves the manufacturer’s hands, and it is the
confention on the part of dealers, at least, that the high price
of lumber is owing to combinations among the manufacturers,
while they in turn say that it results from these combinations
among the dealers. Now, it seems to me the resolution ought
to be modified. Thig resolution was sent to the Committee on
the Judiciary. I suppose that they failed to report it because
they recognized the fact that it was not a subject properly be-
fore them. If it had been sent to the proper committee, it
would have béen reported upon long ago and in proper shape.

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman from
Towa I desire to state that the Committee on the Judiciary has
not reported this resolution for the reason that they have not
been able to hold a meeting of that committee for the purpose
of considering this question, and I am informed now by a mem-
ber of that committee, the chairman of it, that the probabilities
are they will not have another meeting until after the holidays.
That is why I asked this morning for unanimous consent to
call up this resolution.

Mr. HENRY of Texas.
be read.

Mr. MILLER. Will the Clerk read the resolution?

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr.
Mirrer] wish the resolution to be read in his time?

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the gentleman from Kansas will let the
resolution be read in his time. :

Mr. MILLER. I would like to have the resolution read.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution the
gecond time,

The resolution was again read.

Mr, HENRY of Texas. Now, if the gentleman will yield a
minute, I want to suggest that we add, after the words “various
stages of manufacture,” the words “ purchase and sale,” and
then you will cover the points which have been raised.

Mr. MILLER. I am willing to acecept that amendment—that,

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the resolution
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after the word * manufacture,” in line 3, page 1, the words * and
sale ” be inserted.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 1, line 3, after the word “ manufacture,” Insert the words
“and sale,”

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by striking out
lines 3, 4, 5, 6, and T, on page 2, as I find upon examination of
the law on the subject that they are not necessary. The Secre-
tary now has ample power under the law as it exists.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 2 strike out all-of lines 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. MANN. IIas unanimous consent been given for present
consideration?

The SPEAKER. It has.

Mr. MANN. Then I would like a moment’s time.

Mr. MILLER. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. MANN. Mpr. Speaker, I simply wish to call the attention
of the House to these resolutions for this reason: A resolution
somewhat similar to this one went through the House a year
or two ago, introduced by the gentleman from South Dakota
[Mr. MarTIN], and, as a result of it, it was held by the Federal
courts that the beef trust, so called, could not be prosecuted.
No one knows just how far an inguiry of this sort might go,
and while I have no objection to a proper resolution upon sub-
jeets of this kind, it is a very poor legislative method to pass
a resolution involving so much without the consideration of the
proper committee of the House.

The Judiciary Committee may have given consideration to
this subject, but we have no reports from that committee before
the House. If the Becretary of Commerce and Labor should
desire in his inquiry, or any of his subordinates without desire,
should call upon these people to testify under subpena, all
" prosecution of them would be ended. The very purpose of reso-
lutions of this kind should be not to excuse the persons who
are guilty, but to punish the persons who are guilty. We
already have under the railroad-rate law that was passed at
the last session of Congress—under a little amendment which
was put in from the best of motives—the probability that the
Standard Oil Company and its agents will escape conviction,
because of the little harmless amendment inserted in that bill
from the best of motives. I think that these matters ought to
receive consideration by the committee.

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the gentleman
from South Dakota [Mr. MARrTIN].

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, the fears of the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. MaxNx] as to any immunity resulting from this
investigation or others like it are not well founded. Of course
the courts of the United States have been at variance on the
interpretation of similar investigations, but at the last session
of Congress we passed a law interpreting all of our statutes
relating to such investigations, making it impossible in the fu-
ture to grant immunity to parties examined in these investi-
gations, and making it apply only to cases where parties are
called and compelled to testify against their interest in courts.
So far as an investigation of the meat trust is concerned, there
was no necessity for getting into the position of that investi-
gation of granting immunity to anyone, because it was not
necessary to call officers of the suspected corporations upon sub-
jects of that character. Of course, lawyers, I think, agree all
over the country that the interpretation placed on the law by
Judge Humphrey, as the result of that investigation, was, per-
haps, a stretch of the law and not warranted. At all events,
subsequent legislation has settled that question so that we can
with propriety direct as a House, as well as the Senate can di-
rect as a separate body, investigations in this class of cases. I
think we can with propriety direct investigations of thisg char-
acter without the fear suggested by the gentleman from Illinois.
" Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me—

Mr. MILLER., 1 will yield to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. MANN. If I remember, the gentleman was of the same
impression about his own resolution. e and I discussed it
several times before I consented that the House should take it
up by unanimous consent. He was equally confident that his
resolution could under no circumstances permit the people en-
gage in the claimed conspiracy of the beef trust to get out, while
I had suspicion that it might have that result.

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I will call the attention of the
gentleman from Illinois to the fact that all subsequent inves-

XLI—23

tigations of the Standard Oil, the coal trust, and other com-
binations have been made under resolutions following precisely
the language of the one referred to, and the Department has
steered clear of the complieations which I think they unwittingly
allowed themselves to be drawn into in the beef-trust investiga-
tion, which was the first of the kind.

Mr. MANN. It remains to be determined whether they have
or not. They have not tried those cases in court yetf.

Mr. MARTIN. Very well; but I think we have covered the
whole subject now by legislation, so that I think there will be no
danger in the future.

Mr. MANN. But I do not think we have.

Mr. MARTIN. At all events, there is nothing in that sugges-
tion that would, I think, make it reasonable that this House
should hesitate in its effort to arrive at the facts regarding any
of these great combinations which are oppressing the country.
Certainly the administrative officers of the Government have
had their eyes sufficiently opened now to proceed with due
caution in their investigations, and I have no doubt they will
do so.

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, Mr. Speaker, -

in the last session of Congress, as I stated before, in the rail-
road rate bill, there was a provision put in the law stating that
although there was a repeal of conflicting statutes, that repeal
should not affect prosecutions then pending in court, and it was
assumed in the House that that would cover all cases of viola-
tion of the law previous to that date. Now, the Standard Oil
people have been indicted for violations of section 1 of the
Elkins law, which it is assumed has been repealed by the
interstate-commerce law, and this little harmless provision of
law providing that the repeal should not affect prosecutions
pending in court is now said itself to that extent to repeal the
general provision of the statute providing that a repeal shall
not affect any prosecution, and to exempt the Standard Oil
people from prosecution for offenses where they were not pend-
ing in court at the time of the passage of the railroad rate'act,
leaving them out from prosecution for all offenses previous to
the time of the passage of the railroad rate act. It is just such
harmless things that creep into legislation witheut proper con-
sideration by a committee which defeat the ends of justice and
prevent the prosecution of these men engaged in these combina-
tions; and it seems to me a violent presumption to think that a
resolution brought in here without consideration by a committee
is equally guarded with one considered by the great Committee
on the Judiciary.

Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gentle-
man from South Dakota.

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I think the remarks of the gen-
tleman from Illinois [ Mr. Max~] upon the subject of the repeal
clause in the railroad rate bill hardly germane to the present
discussion. Here is a resolntion that now comes in proper form
before this House for consideration. It is upon a matter of
vital importance. The investigation ought to be had. Anyone
familiar with the subject knows that the great advances in lum-
ber over the country during the past five years have been so
enormous as to properly attract the attention of the legislative
branch of this Government and to demand an investigation. I
think the resolution is in the form that we have adopted time
and again in substance, and I think we can safely proceed to
its passage at this time.

Mr. MILLER, I yield one minute to the gentleman from Ten-
nessee [Mr. GAINES].

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, this resolution,
whether carefully digested by its author or not—and I take it
that it has been—does not cover what might be called the “ log
trust.” It provides for the high prices of lumber in the various
stages of manufacture. It seems to me that it may be made a
breader and a better resolution if it would apply also to timber
and logs and lumber, ete. I suggest something of that sort.

Mr. BANNON. 1Is not a log in process of manufacture as
soon as it is cut from the tree?

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am coming to that. Suppose
these great concerns have bought in bulk, as they have done,
great counties of trees fit for lumber, and they hold that tim-
ber there and put it on the market when they choose, and put
up the price when they choose, when it is in the tree, and when
it is in the log, and before it is manufactured into lumber—be-
fore it is lumber at all. I think if this matter be referred to
the Judiciary Committee or to the Committee on Commerce,
with directions to report a bill back here in three or four days,
we can get a better resolution than this, though I shall vote for
this.

Mr, MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS].

Mr. JENKINS, Mr, Speaker, in view of the remarks of the
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gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Max~], I think perhaps I owe
the House an explanation. I would like to call the attention
of the gentleman from Illinois to the faet that this resolution
was introduced into the House on the 10th of this month. Im-
mediately upon its being received by the Committee on the Ju-
diciary I sent a copy of the resolution to the Department of
Commerce and Labor, with a letter. I have not yet had a reply
to that communication, but just a few moments ago the gentle-
man from Kansas [Mr. MiLrer] submitted to me a letter ad-
dressed to myself from the Department of Commerce and Labor
with reference to this subject. Now, the gentleman will see
from my statement that it has been absolutely impossible for
the Committee on the Judiciary to consider this resolution. We
did not feel like taking it up until we had heard from the De-
partment of Commerce and Labor. T will now ask the Clerk
to read in my time the letter from the Department of Commerce
and Labor which was handed to me by the gentleman from
Kansas and which I send to the desk.
The- Clerk read as follows:
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AXD LABOR,

Buneav oF CORPORATIQNS,
Washington, December 13, 1906.
Hon. Joux J. JENEINS

4
Chairman Judiciary Committee, House of Representatives,
WWashington, D, (.

DiAr Sin: By telephone conversation with Congressman MILLER yes-
terday I understand that both he and you desire ex]*gor::gon of opinion
from this Bureau upon House resolution No. 652, December 10, 1906,
requestl:g investigation of the lumber industry by the Secretary of Com-
merce and Labor,

In reply thereto allow me to make a suggestion that lines 3, 4, 5, 6,
beginning with the words “ to carry out” and ending
with the words “ United States,” be stricken out entirely, for the reason
that the organie act of this Department now gives the Commissioner of
Corporations power to issue such subpenas, administer oaths, etc., as
set forth in the said five lines. There is, therefore, no need to give
this power In the sald resolution, Furthermore, the said powers in the
organic act and the results of the exercise thereof have been carefully
defined by “ the act defining immunity of witni " ete., approved June
30, 1906, with the purpose of clearly determining all guestions of im-
munity which might arise under the powers given the Commissioner.

Should the sald lines referred to remain in the sald resolution it is
obvious that turtheélﬂuestions might arise on this question of immunity.

VelT respec ]j’,

and 7, on

HerpErT Kxox SMITH
Deputy Commissioner.
Mr. MILLER. Mr. Speaker, I call for a vote on the resolu-
tion.
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Kansas.
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to.
The resolution as amended was agreed to.
On motion of Mr. MiLLER, a motion to reconsider the vote by
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table.
TEMPORARY WITHDRAWAL OF CERTAIN COAL LANDS.
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I present for consideration a
privileged resolution.
The Clerk read as follows:
Resolution No. 643,

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he {s hereby, re-
quested to transmit to the House of Representatives a full and com-
plete description of sll public lands which have been withdrawn or re-
served from entry, filing, or selection since the 1st day of July, 1906,
together with a report as to the reasons for the said withdrawals an
reservations, and as to the character of the same, and the present
status of the lands relative to entry, filing, and selection under the
land laws; also a tabulated statement of the areas withdrawn for va-
rious purposes in each [lmbllclland State and the total areas withdrawn
in eucguState and in all of the public-land Btates.

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as
follows :

After the word * State,” where It first appears in line 11, insert the
words “ and Territory ;" in line 11 strike ont the words " in each State
and ;" and at the end of the bill add the words “ and Territories,” and
as amended that it do pass.

Mr. MONDELL. I ask that the amendments be agreed to.
The guestion was taken; and the amendments were agreed to.
The resolution as amended was agreed to.

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRTIATION BILL.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
Aitself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 21574, be-
ing the bill providing for the legislative, executive, and judicial
expenses of the Government. .

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union to consider the bill H. R. 21574.

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Speaker, pending the motion of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania, I ask unanimous consent that an
amendment or amendments be considered and be in order to the
bill making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and
judicial expenses of the Government (H. R. 21574) in the Com-
mittee of the Whole, increasing the compensation of the Speaker,

Members, and Delegates of the House of Representatives, the
Vice-President and Senators, and members of the Cabinet.
. The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the request.

The Clerk read as follows: ;

I ask unanimous eonsent i
considered and be in order ll}hti‘é ‘Il:-?llat!;l:minrgc:; ?Epiﬂet?gﬁe}lérs mgx b?
islative, executive, and judicial expenses of tﬁe ‘Government (H. R.
08 Speaker, Menbors. tod Biacyiioles lacrsesing the compensatioh of

- * e ouse
the Vice-President, SBenators, mg‘m membgrs of the Cnhoi.net. Feskprs gl

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? :

Mr. GILBERT. Would it be in order to add to that resolution
*“and clerks in the Departmehts?” If that is in order, I move
that as an amendment.

Mr. LITTAUER. I could not now accept such an amendment.
It is an entirely different field of service and has very broad
bearings, differing widely from those concerned in this request
for unanimous consent.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I object.

Mr. LITTAUER. I frust the gentleman from Alabama will
withhold his objection to this request for unanimous consent in
order that it may be considered in Committee of the Whole, so
that we may get an expression of the Committee of the Whole
on the subject. The request for unanimous consent will pre-
clude a point of order being made in the committee against the
consideration of a subjeet which has received general approval
outside of Congress as well as in it.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is my very proposition. If this
was a proposition that it should be considered in the House, it
would be another matter. If the gentleman will ask unanimous
consent to consider the proposition in the House and the House
wishes to consider it, while I am against the proposition, I
would not object to that.

Mr. LITTAUER. This is an appropriation and would neces-
sarily have to go to the Committee of the Whole.

AMr. UNDERWOOD. No; I do not look upon it as a proposi-
tion to appropriate money ; I look upon it as a change of exist-
ing law, so far as that is concerned.

Mr. LITTAUER. Which, in effect, requires an appropriation
of money.

Mr. MANN. Would not the gentleman agree to an amendment
giving consideration in the House, and if the amendment should
be adopted to the bill, that that amendment would be consid-
ered separately in the House?

Mr. LITTAUER. I not only agree to that, but——

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman
from New York that it is quite competent for the House by
unanimous consent, if it desires so to do, after this bill is re-
ported from the Committee of the Whole House, to agree at this
time that the matter about which the gentleman asks unani-
mous consent shall be considered in the House as an amendment
t&. the bill, if it be reported from the Committee of the Whole

ouse.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will say to the
gentleman from New York that so far as I am concerned. if he
desires to make his request that this matter may be considered,
while I am opposed to the matter and intend to vote against if,
I am perfectly willing that the Iouse ghould consider it in the
House; and if he will make his request that this matter shall
be considered in the House after the House comes out of the
Committee of the Whole on this bill, and will state that he will
allow a reasonable time for debate on the question, I shall not
object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman modifies his objection,

Mr. LITTAUER. I modify my request to include the condi-
tion stated by the gentleman from Alabama.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The question was then faken on the motion to go into Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly re-
solved itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union, Mr. HErBURSN in the chair.

The CHATRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of
the bill H. R. 21574

The Clerk read as follows:

For compensation to the following in the office of the President of
ihe United States: Secretary, $5,000; two assistant secretaries, at
$3.000 each; executive clerk, $2.500; executive clerk and disbursing
officer, $2,000; seven clerks, at $2,000 each; one clerk of class 4, who
shall be a telegrapher; four clerks of class 3: two clerks of class 2
steward, $1,800 ; chief doorkeeper, $1.800 ; eight doorkeepers, at $1,20(‘;

each ; four messengers, at $1,200 each; five messengers, at $900 ench ;
watchman, §900; one fireman; laborer, $720; laliorver, $600; in all,

$67,740: Prot-ided, That employees of the Executive Departments and
other establishments of the executive branch of the Government may
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* be detailed from time to time to the office of the President of the
United States for such temporary assistance as may be necessary.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order
upon the paragraph, and wish to ask the gentleman in charge
of the bill a question. I would like to ask the gentleman in
charge of the bill whether there is any record as to the number
of employees who are temporarily transferred from the different
Departments to the office of the President?

Mr. BINGHAM. TIf the gentleman will refer to the bill, from
line 14 to and including line 18, page 35, that is in existing law.

Mr. MANN. I understand it is in existing law, but that does
not authorize it here. I have no objection to the item, but I
would like—

Mr. BINGHAM. The view the committee took was that
the existing law seemed to be acceptable, and no proposition to
change having been submitted, your committee as a rule con-
tinues current law.

Mr. MANN. I do not understand that to be the rule.

Mr. LITTAUER. There was no information brought to our
committee, at least, as to how much advantage was taken of the
privilege,

Mr. MANN. Are any of these people permanently employed
up there, do you know? -

Mr. LITTAUER. None; of that I am quite confident.

Mr. BINGHAM. There was no statement submitted what-
ever.

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

Rural carrier examining board: For one chief of division, f2.000:
one clerk of class 3: two clerks of class 2: three eclerks of class 1;
three clerks, at $1,000 each; ten clerks, at $900 each, and one assistant
messenger ; In all, $22,720: Provided, That no detall of clerks or other
employees from the Executive Departments or other Government estab-
lishments in Washington, D. C., to the Civil Service Commission, for
the performance of duty in the District of Columbla, shall ke made for
or during the fiscal year 1908. The Civil Service Commission shall,
however, have power to transfer or detail any of its employees herein
provided for to or from its office force, fleld force, or rural carrier ex-
amining board.

Mr. MANN.
lines 14 to 17, page 37.

’ Mr. BINGHAM. I will state to the gentleman that is current
aw.

Mr. MANN, If it is law it does not need to go in here, and
if it ig not law it is not entitled to go in here.

Mr. LITTAUER. It is current law, and I will give you an
explanation of it. The Civil Service Commission has, year after
yvear, asked us to amalgamate three forces together—the office
force, the field force, and the rural carrier examining board.
We have, however, declared we will not accept these Inmpings
of clerical assistance, but we want to know what each one has
to do. Consequently we divided the force into three branches,
and yet there are times when the clerks from one branch—for
instanece, the rural carrier examining board—must help out the
field force or the office force, and in order to give them the privi-
lege of utilizing services not required in one branch in another
branch we have added that provision, which obtains in every
Department.

Mr, MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; I do not think it
is a provision that obtains in every Department, and I see no
special reason why the Civil Service Commission should be the
first to violate the law.

Mr. LITTAUER. I think you are wrong. I think every De-
partment has a right to transfer clerks from one bureau of the
Department to another bureau, and it has the express statutory
privilege. Here is a small bureau, or department you can call
Jit, with three branches. We specify the force for each one of
the three and then say if you have at any time an emergency in
any one of those three branches take your additional assistants
required from one of the other branches.

Mr. MANN. If you say “in case of an emergency ” they ecan
do this, I have no objection ; but the fact is, you divide the force
into three branches and then provided that they could use the
men in any branch for the work in another branch and not pay
any attention whatever to the division.

Mr. LITTAUER. But they do pay attention to the division,
and come here every yvear asking us to wipe out the three divi-
sions. They did it this year.

Mr. MANN. I understand that; but I understand also that
in effect they do wipe out these divisions which you insist upon
preserving and thus permit them to escape from. They do make
an escape. If you say in case of an emergency they can make
the transfer, very well.
© Mr, LITTAUER. There would be no harm at all in saying
that. If the gentleman desires to offer an amendment, I surely
will not object to it.

Mr. MANN. - Will the gentleman offer it?

Mr. BINGHAM. They will determine what is the emergency.

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on

Mr. MANN. They pay no attention to it practically at all, I
am told—

Mr. LITTAUER. Would the gentleman suppose the use of
the word * emergency " would make any difference?

Mr. MANN. Oh, yes; it would make a difference.

Mr. LITTAUER. I have no objection, if it will result in bet-
ter administration. That is the purpose of your committee in
submitting this.

Mr. MANN. How would it do to insert * have power in case
of emergency to transfer or detail?” .

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no objection.

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order, Mr. Chairman,
and offer an amendment, to insert, after the word * power,” in
line 14, the words * in case of emergency.” .

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 37, line 14, after the word * power,” insert *in case of
emergency.”

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN].

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

The Secretary of the Treasury shall each year prepare and submit in
his annual rei)ort to Congress estimates of the public revenue and the
publie expenditures for the fiscal year current, and also for the fiscal
year next ensuing at the time said report is submitted, together with a
statement of the receipts and expenditures of the Government for the
preceding completed fiscal year.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order upon
that paragraph.

Mr. BINGHAM.

Mr. MANN.
bill.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is this new? .

Mr. BINGHAM. The chairman of the committee has had
some correspondence in connection with this suggested amend-
ment to the current law, and he will explain the character of
the information that he desires.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will state for the informa-
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Manxx], and for the
information of the committee, the reason for this provision.
Until last year it was the custom of the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, in his annual report, to include not only statements of ex-
penditures, but also an estimate of the amount of revenue the
Secretary of the Treasury has reason, to believe the Govern-
ment will receive during the next fiscal year. It is upon this
estimate that the amount of the budgets or appropriation bills
are largely based. For the fiscal year 1906 the Secretary of the
Treasury omitted this estimate from his annual report. In
submitting to the House, at the close of the last session, a state-
ment of the aggregate appropriations the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Appropriations was unable to obtain from the Treas-
ury Department an estimate of the revenues for the fiscal year
1907 for which Congress made the appropriations.

I personally addressed a letter to the Secretary for the pur-
pose of obtaining an estimate. I did not care to bring it into
the House or have the statement go to the country that we had
appropriated about $880,000,000 for the fiscal year 1907 with-
out being able to show that the Government was reasonably
certain of having sufficient revenue during the year to meet
these appropriations. Thereupon I wrote a letter to the Secre-
tary and asked him to give me an estimate of the probable

What does the gentleman wish?
I would like to know why it should go in the
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revenue for that year, calling his attention to the fact that his

annual report did not, as usual, contain this estimate. The
Secretary declined, saying that it would be only a guess, and
that he did not care to make a guess on the subject. There is
no department of the Government so well equipped to esti-
mate with reasonable certainty the revenues for the coming fiscal
vear as the Treasury Department. It has therefore been the
custom for Congress to rely upon these estimates in preparing
the appropriations. In view of the necessity for this informa-
tion and the faet that it was refused, your committee felt
justified in proposing this provision for that purpose. Without
this estimate Congress has nothing to guide it in determining
whether the aggregate of appropriations will exceed the reve-
nues or not. .

Mr. MANN. Has this matter been brought to the attention
of the Secretary of the Treasury?

Mr. TAWNEY. This provision?

Mr. MANN. Yes.

Mr. TAWNEY. It has not. It was brought to his attention
by me as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations pefore
the close of last session, when in a letter I requested the Sec-
retary to give the committee an estimate of the revenue and
he declined.

Mr. MANN. And in response he stated it was impossible.
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Thereupon you propose by law to compel him to do that which
he says is impossible,

Mr. TAWNEY. It has not been impossible in the past. Tt
has been the uniform custom for a great many years for the
Secretary of the Treasury to submit an estimate of revenue
for the coming fiseal year, and the present Secretary himself
submitted an estimate in the annual report preceding his annual
report for the fiseal year 1906.

Mr. MANN. He says now that those estimates are value-
less.

Mr. TAWNEY. They have served as a guide, and it is very
important to the general public and to Congress to know
whether or not——

Mr. MANN. I would not dispute the word of the eminent
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, although I have
never noticed that Congress paid much attention to that esti-
mate in making appropriations.

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentfleman from Illinois can not cite us
to an instance when Congress deliberately appropriated beyond
the estimated revenue. The gentleman must also know that in
the preparation of appropriation bills Congress must neces-
sarily have information as to the probable revenues of the
Government for the fiscal year for which it makes appropri-
ations. )

Now, to what Department of the Government can Congress
look for that information if not to the Treasury Department?
That Department controls all the machinery for the collection
of revenue. It is in touch with the revenues of the Govern-
ment and is charged with the execution of the revenue laws.
Certainly if it is not possible for the Treasury Department to
give it, .it would be impossible for any other Department to
furnish it. The estimate submitted at the last session is an
estimate that the chairman himself made, showing a surplus of
$40,000,000, and is the only official estimate of revenue for this
fiscal year Congress or the country has had. There is no for-
eign government that does not submit to the legislative depart:
ment its estimate of the revenues, and upon these estimates the
appropriations are based.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Why does the Secretary of
the Treasury decline to give this information?

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, the only answer we received was that
it would be a mere guess. That is the langnage, as I now recall.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman disagree
with the Secretary of the Treasury upon the matter?

Mr. TAWNEY. I do.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will this impose additional
labor on the Government? \

Mr. TAWNEY. Not at all.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania.
nnything at all?

Mr. TAWNEY. Nothing at all. :

Mr. MANN. That is what I want to know about. .

Mr. TAWNEY. The Secretary is guessing upon the revenues
of the current year from day to day. We are now told by the
Treasury Department that the surplus during this fiscal year
ywill amount to in the neighborhood of §55,000,000 or $60,000,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois

Will it cost the Government

has expired.
Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes more.
There was no objection.
Mr. MANN. What the gentleman says is so patent, appar-

. ently, that it seems to me that before enacting legislation along

these lines to compel a public servant to do this thing which
he has been doing in the past, but which he now refuses to do,
that we ounght to know from him why he has refused.

Mr. TAWNEY. 1 did say why he has refused.

Mr. MANN. Would the gentleman tell us why?

Mr. TAWNEY. 1 said he refused because he considered his
estimate a mere guess.

Mr. MANN. He refused to give the gentleman the informa-
tion in response to a private letter?

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it was not a private letter, it was an
official letter.

Mr. MANN. The gentleman stated he addressed it.

Mr. TAWNEY. I addressed him as chairman of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations.

Mr. MANN. He was not required by law or custom to do so.

Mr. TAWNEY. He was required by custom to submit esti-
mates of the revenues, and I maintain that a fair construction
of his duties as defined by law requires him to do so. As to why
it was not done this year I do not know. I do not say this or
propose this provision in any spirit of criticism or as any reflec-
tion upon the Secretary.

Mr. MANN. I do not care whether you are maging a reflec-
tion or not. :

Mr. TAWNEY. I have no doubt that the Secretary will com-
ply, and all Secretaries will comply with this provision here-
after to the best of their ability, and that is all we expect. I
do not think Congress ought to be put in the position of being
left to depend upon the whim of any future Secretary of the
Treasury as to whether he shall give information as to what the
revenues of the Government will be for the next fiscal year.
Certain it is he can give a reasonably accurate estimate with
the information the Treasury Department has at its hfmd and .
its facilities for obtaining information,

Mr. MANN. The gentleman assumes here is a matter of
interesting information that must be obtained from the Secre-
tary of the Treasury, information that the Secretary has here-
tofore afforded, and that the Secretary has now refused to give
that information, and thereupon the gentleman stops.

Mr. TAWNEY. No, I do not.

Mr. MANN. We ought to know from the Secretary of the
Treasury why he has declined to give this information.

Mr. TAWNEY. There is nothing further to do in respect to
obtaining that information but to put a provision in here
reiqti‘.igmg the Treasury Department, as a matter of law, to sub-
mit

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman ought to’ ask the Secre-
tary of the Treasury why he declined to give the information.

Mr. BRICK. He did.

Mr. TAWNEY. I can submit the lefter to the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. MANN. I take the gentleman’s word for it. '

Mr. BRICK. The gentleman stated that the Secretary did
not give the information because it would be a mere guess.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Who disputes his explana-
tion?

Mr. MANN. If that be the truth, that this is a mere guess,
then it ought not to be enacted into law.

Mr. BONYNGE. The chairman does not agree with him that
this is a mere guess.

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not necessarily a mere guess. It has not

‘been so in the past, and I do not think it will be so in the future.

Mr. MANN. Does the chairman think this is necessary?

Mr. TAWNEY. I do.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

Mr. MANN. The Clerk will not read until we dispose of the
point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gen-
tleman had made any point of order.

Mr. MANN. I reserved it, but I now withdraw the point.

The Clerk read as follows:

Office of assistant treasurer at Chicago: For assistant treasurer,

£5,000 ; cashier, $3,000; wvaunlt clerk, $1,800; paying teller, $1,800;
assorting teller, $1,800; sliver and redemption teller, and change teller, at
teiler £1,700; clerk, $1,600% kkeeper, $1,800;

$1,800 each ; receivin

two bﬂokkeepers. at §1 500 each ;. assistant paying teller,
coln, coupon, and currency clerks, at $1,500 each ; twenty-six clerks,
at $1,200 each; one detective and hall man, §1,100; messenger, $840;

steno; her, $900 janitor, $600; and tlires watchmen, at $720 each;
in a“gr ;8

Mr. MANN. I move to strike out the last word. I have
called the attention of the committee upon several oceasions to
the discrepancy in the salaries paid in the offices of the assistant
treasurers, Chicago, which does the largest business in volume
outside of New York City—and possibly in the number of trans-
actions almost as large a business as New York City, because
Chicago has an immense field from the Post-Office Department,
which makes daily remittances, much larger than New York
City—Chicago is discriminated against even in this bill.

In Boston there are four employees in the subtreasury. receiv-
ing salaries of $2,000 and upward. In Philadelphia there are
three, in St. Louis there are two, in New Orleans there are three,
in San Francisco there are six; while in Chieago there is but
one.

In addition to that faet, the responsibility which some of these
tellers assume is very great. During the last year or two in Chi-
ecago, when a new assistant treasurer was appointed, one or two
of the tellers, who had taken in money theretofore passed and
accepted by the Government in the form in which it was, under
the rules and regulations of the Treasury Department, had coin
thrown back upon them to the extent of several hundred dollars
each. These gentlemen receive the munificent salary of seven-
teen or eighteen hundred dollars a year. Now, I wish to ask
the gentleman if he is not willing to make some increases in this
office? If there ever was a time when we could make an in-
crease, it is now. If there ever was a time when it was needed,
it is now. With the exception of the one increase that is pro-
posed in the bill and two increases which were made two or three
years ago, there has been no increase in the salaries of these
employees for many, many years.

1.5 : four
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Mr., BINGHAM. I submit to the gentleman that there has
been no intentional diserimination against Chicago.

Mr. MANN. No; I understand that.

Mr. BINGHAM. 8o far as the Chicago office is concerned, I
have no doubt the gentleman approves of the increase of $500
which we have given. There is no doubt that Chicago is the
second subtreasury—next to New York; but during the past ten
years there bas been a large increase in the force of the Chicago
office; perhaps larger than in any other subtreasury in the
country.

Mr. MANN. An increase in the force and in the business, but
not in the compensation of individuals.

Mr. BINGHAM. An oceasional increase in compensation and
a large increase in the force, and there has never been, if I
remember, what might be called a serious complaint. AIll the
subtreasurers asked increases, and there was no special insist-
ence with regard to this subtreasury; and your committee felt
that as the force was ample for the work and that they have
been receiving a reasonable compensation, with the one excep-
tion which we increased and which we called an exception, it
was fair to continue the office under its present ratings and
allowances,

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, he says there
has been no insistence before the committee. The subtreasurer
in Chicago is forbidden, and the officials of the subtreasury there
are forbidden, to appear before your committee, and they are
forbidden to appeal to Members of Congress.

Mr. BINGHAM. That is true.

Mr. MANN. They are forbidden to do anything, and there is
nothing that ean be done except a recommendation through the
Department. I take it that that recommendation was made to
your committee.

Mr. BINGHAM. In a general way, yes, just as the Depart-
ment makes many recommendations, but your committee reached
the coneclusion, after hearing Mr. Keep, who went into the mat-
ter with considerable detail, as the gentleman knows if lLie has
read the hearings——

Mr. MANN. I have never geen the hearings on that subject,
so I do not know. But I know this, if I may say so to the
gentleman—I know there has been a most insistent demand on
the part of the retiring assistant treasurer and upon the part
of the one who has recently been appointed that these salaries
be increased, this recommendation having been made after in-
vestigation, and I know they have not been able to obtain and
retain good employees in some of these places. There have been
a number of changes. 1

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired. - )

Mr, MANN. I move to strike out the last two words.

Mr. BINGHAM. I have made all the explanation that it is
possible to make. T think it is a fair explanation. The work is
being done well. There may be some reasonable criticism as to
the compensations, but your committee reached the conclusion

‘ that the conditions at the independent treasuries might remain

as they were, with the little change made in Chicago, without
any injury to the public service.

Mr. MANN. I assure the gentleman that it is injuring the
public service in Chicago. They have a row on now, growing
out of having these very clerks held responsible for the accept-
ance of this coin. There has been a row between the Treasury
Department and the retiring subtreasurer in reference to that.

Mr. BINGHAM. That is in litigation.

Mr. MANN. Oh, no, it is not, and we will never submit to
its going that far; but the Government is requiring a very nn-
just thing on the part of the subtreasurer, for the reason that
these employees were not able out of their salaries to replace
the coin which they had on hand, but which the Government
would not accept as current funds.

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman sees that that would open
up a question of which we could not take cognizance, unless
the gentleman sees proper to offer independent legislation as
to the responsibility whenever in the operation of any financial
institution such a question as this should arise.

Mr. MANN. If we hold a clerk responsible for such things,
after the coin has once been accepted by the Government, I
want to see the clerk paid salary enough so that we may
properly hold him responsible. But why should the teller in
Chicago receive a salary of $1,800, and tellers in Boston, Phila-
delphia, St. Louis, and San Francisco, doing not one-tenth of the
business, receive salaries of $2,000, $2,200, or $2,500?

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, yes; they do more than the gentleman
says, because P’hiladelphia comes next to Chicago in the amount
of business.

Mr. MANN. I do not mean to say that all of these places do
not do one-tenth of the business,

Mr. BINGHAM. The committee have endeavored to do sub-
stantial justice.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I suppose there is no arguing
with the gentleman, but I move to amend by striking out, in line
11, page 65, the words “one thousand eight hundred” and
inserting in lien thereof the words * two thonsand.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 65, line 11, strlke out * one thousand eight hundred " and insert
“two thousand."”

Mr. BINGHAM. I make the point of order against that.

The CHHAIRMAN. What is the point of order?

Mr. BINGHAM. I make the point of order that it changes
existing law. The authorization of the law is $1,800.

The CHAIRMAN. Has the gentleman the statute before
him—the present law?

Mr. BINGHAM. The present appropriation law governs the
proposition.

The CHAIRMAN. Can the gentleman from Illinois state
whether the statute fixes the salary at $2,000? Will the gen-
tleman from Illineis cite the statute, if such a statufe exists?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, there is no statute fixing the
salary of any of these officers, except the current appropriation
act.

The CHATRMAN. Then the Chair would ask the gentleman
what was the amount carried in the last appropriation bill?

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt the gentleman is correct. As
I understand, the gentleman from Pennsylvania states that it
was the same amcunt that is in this bill—$1,800. ;

The CHAIRMAN. Then the point of order is sustained.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, before the Chair finally rules,
may I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that under the
ruling of the Chair last year the whole item is probably sub-
jeet to a point of order, because, as I understand, the ruling of
the Chair last year was that where there was no authority of
law for an office the item was subject to a point of order. If
the item in the original instance in this case was subject to a
point of order, changing the amount is not subject to a point
of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that this item
was appropriated for in the identical language of the last ap-
propriation bill. If that is so, then the point of order is sus-
tained. :

Mr. MANN. The ruling last year by the gentleman in
the chair at that time was, that although the current appropri-
ation act appropriated for certain clerks at a certain salary,
that did not warrant the same item being included in the bill
then pending unless it was authorized by statute, That was the
ruling last year, resulting in the throwing out of a great num-
ber of these officers, clerks, and salaries, to such an extent that
the committee were compelled to appeal to the Committee on
Rules, which brought in a special rule giving the right to the
consideration of these items in the bill. If that ruling was
right last year, this item in the original instance was subject
to a point of order. I know there has been a lot of holding,
and I think the Chair can find authority to hold any way the
Chair desires on this matter.

The CHAIRMAN. In view of that suggestion, the Chair
will adhere to his ruling. [Laughter.]

MESSAGE FROM THE BENATE.

The commitiee informally rose; and Mr. SHeErMAN having -
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the
Senate, by Mr. Pratr, one of its clerks, announced that the Sen-
ate had passed bill of the following title, in swhich the concur-
rence of the House of Representatives was requested:

8. 6855. An act to amend the act approved August 19, 1890,
entitled “An act to adopt regulations for preventing collisions
at sea.”

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICTAL APPROPRIATION BILL,

The committee resumed its session.

The Clerk read as follows:

WAR DEPARTMENT,

Office of the SBecrstary: For compensation of the Becretary of War,
8,000 ; Assistant etary, $4,500; chief clerk, $3,000; private see-
retary to the Beeretary, $2,500; clerk to the Becretary, $2,000; stenog-
rapher to the Secreta.riy, $1,800; eclerk to the Assistant Secretary,
$2,100; clerk to the chief clerk, 52.100' disbursing clerk, $2,500; ap-
pointment eclerk, $2, four chiefs of division, at $2,000 each: su-

rintendent of bulldings outside of SBtate, War, and Navy De nt
uilding, in addition to compensation as chief of division, $250; chief
telegrapher, $1,800; four clerks of class 4; four clerks of class 3
fourteen clerks of class 2; eighteen clerks of class 1: five clerks, at
$1,000 each; one eclerk, $000; one clerk, at $720; one foreman, $1,200 ;
carpenter, $1,000; chief messenger, $1,000; two carpenters, at %9000
cach; six messengers; seven assistant messengers; one telephone
switchboard operator; one assistant telephone switchboard operator ;
two messenger boys, at $360 each; engineer, $900; assistant engineer,
§720; one fireman; four watchmen; five watchmen, at $660 sach;
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elght laborers; two laborers, at $470 each; hostler, $600; tw» hostlers
and one watchman, at $540 each; one teiephone operator, $480; two
elevator conductors, one at $600 and one at $470; four charwomen ;
in all, $138,620.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment, i
The Clerk read as follows:

On page 81, line 3, strike out the words * six hundred and twenty”
and insert in lieu thereof * five hundred and sixty.”

The amendment was agreed to,
The Clerk read as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR.

Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of the In-
terior, $8,000 ; First Assistant Secretary, $4,500, and for additional com-
pensation while the office is held by the Eresent incumbent, 1,500 ;
Asgsistant Secretary, $4,500; chief clerk, $2,600, and $500 additional as
superintendent of the Patent Office building and other buildings of the
Department of the Interfor ; additional to one member of Board of I'en-
sion Appeals, acting as chief of the board, $500; twelve members of a
Board of I'ension Appeals, to be u;{];;oimeﬂ bge the Secretary of the In-
terior, at $2,000 each, including three members to be selected by the
Secretary of the Interior from the sixteen additlonal members of the
Board of Pension Appeals appropriated for and employed during the
fiscal year 1907 ; three additional members of sald Board of Pension
Appeals, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior and to be se-
lected from the force of the Pension Office, at $2,000 each ; special land
inspector, connected with the administration of the public-land gervice,
to appolinted by the Secretary of the Interior and to be subject to his
direction, $2,600; five special inspectors, Department of the Interior, to
be appointed 115 the Secretary of the Interfor and to be subject to his
direction, at $2,500 each; clerk in charge of documents, $2,100; custo-
dian, who shall give bond in such sum as the Secretary of the Interior
may determine, $2,100 ; seven clerks, chiefs of division, at $2,250 each,
one of whom shall be disbursing clerk; four clerks, at 52.600 each ;
private secretary to the SBecretary of the Interior, $2,500 ; sixteen clerks
of class 4 ; sixteen clerks of class 3 ; twenty-five clerks of class 2: thirty-
six elerks of class 1, two of whom shall be stenographers or typewriters;
returns office clerk, $1,200; female clerk, to be designated by the Presi-
dent, to sign land patents, $1,200 ; six clerks, at.$1,000 each ; one clerk,
$900; twelve cog}‘lsts: two copyists or typewriters, at $900 each;
switchboard telephone operator; mine messengers; seven assistant mes-
sengers ; eighteen laborers; two skilled mechanics, one at $800 and one
at $720; two carpenters, at $900 each; Elumher, $000 ; electrician,
%1,000 ; one laborer, $600 ; six laborers, at $480 each ; one packer, $660 ;
two conductors of elevator, at $720 each; four charwomen ; captain of
the wateh, $1,200; forty watchmen ; additional to two watchmen acting
as lieutenants of watchmen, at $120 each; engineer, $1,200; assistant
engineer, $1,000; seven firemen ; one clerk, to be appointed by the Sec-
retary of the Interior, to sign, under the direction of the Becretary, In
his name and for him, his approval of all tribal deeds to allottees and
deeds for town lots made and executed according to law for any of the
Five Civilized Tribes of Indians in the Indlan Territory, $1,200; in all,
$827,600.

Mr. SHERMAN.
ing amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Birike out after the word * each,” in line 9, page 106 of the bill, the

lowing :
fu"o!“!;crllgdlng three members to be selected by the Secretary of the
Interior from the sixteen additional members of the Board of Pension
Appeals, approqr!ated for and employed during the fiscal year 19073
three additional members of said Board of I’enslon Appeals to be ap-

inted by the Secretng of the Interior and to be selected from the
orce of the Pension O , at $2,000 each,” and insert in lien thereof
the following :

* Sixteen additional members of the Board of Pension Appeals, to be
selected and appointed by the Secretary of the Interior from persbns
not now employed in the Penslon Office, and without compliance with
the conditions prescribed by the act entitled ‘An act to regulate and
improve the civil service,’ approved January 16, 1888, for the fiscal
year 1908, at $2,000 each; and vacancies occurring in this force of
gixteen additional members of the Board of Pension Appeals during
the fiscal year 1908 shall not be filled.” :

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order
that the proposed amendment is a change of existing law.

Mr., SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I
have submitted is identical, with the exception of one word,
with the current appropriation bill. It is a continuance of
the board as created three or four years ago and as carried
yvear after year in the appropriation bill. The only change is
of a single word, which is this: In the present appropriation
bill it provides that vacancies occurring during the fiscal year
of 1907 shall not be refilled. This amendment provides that
yacancies oceurring in the year 1908 shall not be filled. The
provisions are identical, except the word * eight ” instead of the
word * seven.”

Mr. BINGHANM.
law.

Mr. DALZELIL. No; it is the purpose to continue the law.

Mr. BINGHAM. In other words, you continue the board
swhich the law says shall expire.

Mr. SHERMAN. No; the law says vacancies occurring dur-
ing the year shall not be filled, and I say that vacancies occur-
ring during the coming year shall not be filled. We do not ask
any other change.

Mr. LITTAUER. The law also adds that at the end of 1907
said employment shall cease.

Mr. BINGHAM. In other words, you continue the current
law another year. The current law distinctly sets forth that

Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the follow-

Yes; and that is the radical change in the

it shall conclude at the end of 1907. Gentlemen understand
how reluctantly I do this, because I am a soldier myself.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the situation is that the
law originally provided for the appointment of what is called
the * permanent board of appeals,” consisting of twelve mem-
bers. Later on there was legislation increasing that member-
ship by authorizing twenty temporaries, and that provision was
carried on from year to year, and last year the current appro-
priation bill provided for sixteen members only of the temporary
members of the board, and provided that at the end of the fiscal
year their employment should cease. Now, the committee has
repoerted an appropriation for three of that sixteen, and that is
a part of the bill, and no point of order was made against it,
so that it is in the bill, but it is new legislation. The cominit-
iee now reports an appropriation for three members of a tem-
porary board of appeals for which there is no law. The effect
of the proposed amendment is to increase ‘the number from
three to sixteen.. I assume that where the committee brings in
legislation that is subject to a point of order, if no point be
made the provision is amendable.

Mr. BINGHAM. That original provision was subject to a
point of order.

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; and it is amendable.

Mr., CRUMPACKER. If an amendment is in order to.in-
crease the number to four, it certainly is in order to increase it
to sixteen. 'That is the situation of this guestion as it is now
presented.

Mr. LITTAUER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a
question?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes.

Mr. LITTAUER. If it be in order to increase the number
from three to sixteen, is it in order to increase it to sixteen
with the various additions added to the amendiment?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Those provisions are pure limitations.
We may increase the force with limitations, providing how
the additional members shall be paid and how they shall be
appointed. I think those provisions are proper limitations,
Now, I insist, since the committee has made provigion for three
for which there is no authority in law, it opens the door for
any sort of a germane amendment. It is a new subject, and
we may increase the number from three to sixteen and may fix -
terms and limitations that are germane. It is a new subject
of legislation.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to discuss the
point of order further than to emphasize what the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. CrumMracker] has said, that it has always
been held that where a provision is brought in which is sub-
ject to a point of order and no point of order is raised against
it, an amendment perfecting that provision is in order.

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to occupy the
time of the committee, except to emphasize what the gentle-
man from Indiana has said.

The CHATRMAN. It is the other side that the Chair desires
to hear from. ;

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by
my colleague from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] did not, as 1
understand it, attempt to amend that part of the paragraph
where provision is made for the additional three members to
the permanent forece, but did seek to reinstate the langunage of
the present current law, wherein a provision was added that
“at the end of which year such employment shall cease.” 1
can not appreciate the point made by the gentleman from In-
diana [Mr. Crumpacker] that in the method in which this
amendment is presented it does not contravene the rule against
new legislation. It appears to me to be an entirely different
set of pension-appeal examiners, one temporary and the other
permanent.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I want to eall
the attention of the Chair to this faet, that if the committee can
add three it can add six or nine or sixteen, If three are in
order, the whole gixteen are in order.

Mr. BINGHAM. All of which would be subject to a point of
order.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Would have been, yes.

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; would have been.

The CHAIRMAN. If a point of order had been made against
the text of the bill the Chair would have sustained that point
of order, but no such point of order was made. That being so,
it is clear to the Chair that any amendment that is germane to
that matter is competent for the committee to consider. The
point of order is therefore overruled. The question is on the
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York.

Mr. LITTAUER. Mpr. Chairman, before that question is taken
it seems to me that the Committee of the Whole should at least
be placed in possession of the facts in connection with this tem
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porary board of pension appeals. The committee will remember
that a board of nine members was originally established aml
was then increased to twelve and then, I believe some three
years ugo, an additional force of twenty temporary appointees
was placed there at a time when the number of appeals accumu-
laied in the office of the Secretary of the Interior numbered
about 20.000. The work had gone on, I believe, for two or three
yvears when last year we were confronted with the fact that the
number of these appeals had been reduced from 20,000 to about
3,000. We then amended the law, or the provision for the law,
so that vacancies that then existed could not be filled, and that
no further vacancies could be filled during the current year.
Moreover, we added the provision that the force itself should be
entirely discontinued at the end of the current year—that is, the
temporary force. The original nine, with the added three, are
there under a permanent order. This is one of the temporary
forces added to clean up work in a great Department, to do jus-
tice to the old soldier in order that his claims of every kind and
character might have final and proper consideration before a
great board of pension appeals. Unfortunately the only way to
get such a board is to give temporary employment. The employ-
ment was given, of course, without civil service examination,
and the result is that, as far as my experience has gone, when-
ever you get such a force in you can never get it out, and the
only way to do is to amalgamate it with the regular force.

Now, the facts in the ease are that we have had about twenty-
eight of these pension-appeal examiners, and they passed upon
one case of appeal a day, just one appeal during the seven o
seven and a half hours’ work which we have here, and bear in

mind that these appeals come to them after having passed.

through, I believe, three or four prior examinations in the Pen-
sion Office. The appeals come all briefed, and they include
some appeals in reference to pension attorneys’ fees, perhaps
not a great number, but quite a good number of them.

Mr, KEIFER. Mr. Chalrman——

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield
to the gentleman from Ohio?

Mr. LITTAUER. I do.

Mr. KEIFER. I understood the gentleman to say these mem-
bers of the pension-appeal board dispose of but one appeal a
day.

Mr. LITTAUER. Just one.

Mr. KEIFER. Just one. The record shows that twenty-
eight members have disposed of an average of 824 per month. °

Mr. LITTAUER. No; 867.

Mr. KEIFER. Well, I am speaking of an average for a par-
ticular five months, How do you make that out?

Mr. LITTAUER. During the last seven months, commencing
February, 1906, during that period 6,059 cases have been dis-
posed of, averaging 867 each month. Divide the twenty-eight
into the 867 and you get—well, one is not exactly right, because
there are only twenty-six working days, but in twenty-six
working days thirty-one of these appeal cases are disposed of
by each examiner.

Mr. OVERSTREET. How many appeals are now pending?
How nearly up is this board?

Mr. SHERMAN. Seventeen hundred and twelve.

Mr. LITTAUER. 1 will get to that. A year ago we were
advised that there were 3,000 cases yet undetermined and that
at that time the force was catching up at quite a rapid rate,
s0 we attempted last year to eliminate this board, but in order
to give ample force to continue the work all places which were
filled at that time were continued to the number——

Mr. TAWNEY. Will my colleague permit an interruption?

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes.

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact the limitation upon the life
of the board carried in the current law was placed there upon
the recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior?

My, LITTATIRR, On the express recommendation of the See-
retary of the Interior, reenforced by the recommendation of the
at that time Commissioher of Pensions. All of them advised
us that board could well cease and end at the end of the cur-
rent fiscal year. -

s skip R, I would like to interrupt the gentleman
again.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York
yield?

Mr, LITTAUER. I do.

Mr. KEIFER. 'I understand that both the chairman of the
Committee on Appropriations and the gentleman on the floor
say that this reduction was made at the instance of the Sec-
retary of the Interior last year. I beg leave to say that the
Secretary of the Interior qualified all that original recommenda-
tion both before the Committee on Appropriations and in the

House and Senate, and stated if there was an increase in the
appeals it would not be sufficient.

Mr. LITTAUER. When was that qualification made?

Mr. KEIFHR. Made in the Recorn. The chairman read it
the other day.

Mr. LITTAUER. Now, the Recorp shows that during the
years this pension board has been at work, the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1903, 13,719 cases were disposed of. The next
vear, with the same force, 10,496 cases received final attention.
The next year it jumped up again to 13,715, and the last year,
ending June 30 last, when this board had the full number of
thirty-two members, there were 10,173 cases disposed of, a re-
duction of 3,542 from the previous year.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield
to the genfleman from Kansas?

Mr. LITTAUER. Yes

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. What number of cases are now
pending for:consideration by the board of appeals?

Mr. LITTAUER. We are advised here, October 1, 1006,
1,712 cases. That is about two months’ work, and your com-
mittee, considering all the circumstances of this——

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas., Does that make provision for
cases subsequently appealed to the board?

Mr. LITTAUER. I have given you simply a statement of
the number of cases before the board on that day—that is,
October the 1st. The cases appealed during the month of
September were of course in that.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Has the gentleman from New
York any information as to the number of cases that were
pending before the commission a year ago?

Mr. LITTAUER. A year ago there were 3,000—just about
3,050, if my memory serves me right.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. At that ratio it would take a
full year, at least, to catch up with the work?

AMr. LITTAUER. It depends altogether, of course, on the
number of new cases that come along. It used to take two or
three years to have one of these appeals attended to. It mow
takes less than two or three months. I maintain that if the
appeals were doubled up from what they are to-day the old
soldier’s interest would be promptly attended to. I believe the
last advice I had was that 7 per cent of these appeals are
reversed.

Mr. KEIFER. Nine.

Mr. LITTAUER. My last information, from a very reliable
source, was that it was 7, although I must admit that the
Secretary of the Interior in here says that he thinks it was
15; latterly we got information that it was 9. But whether it
be 9 or 7, those are the only individuals who can in any way
suffer any harm from this appeal of two or three months.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. But if the gentleman will per-
mit me, when a man makes an appeal it is important to him
that he have a decision on it one way or the other.

Mr. LITTAUER. That is unquestionably so, and the decision
he no doubt would like to have that very minute, but most of
the appeals take more than two months to be disposed of.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman hasg expired.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me
this question resolves itself into whether or not this temporary
force shall be continued a sufficient length of time to bring the
work up current. The board is now over 1,400 cases behind.
On the statement of Assistant Secretary Wilson the appeals run
from 800 to 900 a month. This board with the present force
will take care of just about that number. It has been reduced
by resignations and otherwise by four members. When it had
the full number it took care of about 1,000 cases a month.
Now it takes care of between 800 and 900. The appeals have
constantly increased since appellants find they can get a com-
paratively early decision from the court. There is no reason to
think that that condition of things will not obtain in the future;
that the number of appeals will at least remain where it is now.
That being the case, it is necessary to have the full number if
you would give a prompt decision to these men, to many of
whom delay means death before the decision is made. I say
to you, gentlemen, that we can well afford to give the veterans
the benefit of any doubt for twelve months more. That is the
limitation put upon the member%h[p of the court by the pend-
ing amendment.

Put these trained men at work t“e]ve months more and give
them an opportunity, at least, to bring the appeals down carrent
with the applications made. What harm can come of it? Sup-
pose you do not do it? Then, on the statement of the Assistant
Secretary of the Interior, your appeals will continue to increase
month by month until sooner or later you will have to go over
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this same course of procedure and employ not a trained body of
experts, but a new body of men, to take up the work where
these men leave off. The time has come when we can not afford
to dally with interests vital to many of these men for the pit-
tance involved in this amendment. Let us pass it, and let these
auen who now take their appeal be responded to promptly, as
they responded promptly when the nation appealed to them to
save its life.  [Applause.]

Mr. CRUMPACKER.
before he takes his seat?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
Garp~Ner] yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crum-
PACKER] ?

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Certainly.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have statistics, obtamed ft'om some
source, and I want fo know if they were submitted to the com-
mittee. They show that last year, 1905, for five months from
July 1, there were 2,658 appeals, at the rate of 531 per month.
The same month this year, beginning July 1 last there were
4,120 appeals taken, at the rate of 824 a month.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That is substantially in the
hearings.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That was in the hearings?

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Substantially.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And on the basis of the statistics last
year this recommendation contained in the current bill was
incorporated, providing that the tenure ceased on the 1st ot
July; and the increased number of appeals, I understand,
one of the chief reasons why the gentleman insists upon l\eepiug
the whole board in operation.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. If the gentleman will allow me
to read. Mr. Wilson, Assistant Secretary of the Interior, says:
But the appeals are coming in between 800 and 900 a month now.

The gentleman will find that on page 227.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does he recommend the retention of
the entire board this year?

Mr. KEIFER. He says they could only dispose of a thousand
cases when fhey had four more members than they have now.
1le says repeatedly, in substance, that they can not dispose of
the appeals if you reduce the board, because of the accumula-
tion of appeals, and he urges the retention of the full board.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, my honored colleague makes
the suggestion that the only people who would be harmed by the
provisions of the bill in doing away with this special board are
the appellants. I know so well, Mr. Chairman, that my honored
colleague is desirous of serving in every legitimate way the old
soldiers that I do not believe he wants that statement to re-
main unqualified, especially when we remember that there is no
body of men in this country that Congress is more desirous of
serving than this same body; there is nobody that they are
more desirous to save from any harm whatever.

Now, my colleague suggests that last year the Secretary said
that this board could be done away with. Ife substantially said
that upon the recommendation of the Secretary a year ago they
inserted the provision that the board should cease to exist at
the end of this fiseal year. In other words, the position of the
committee then was to take its stand upon the recommendation
of the Secretary; whereas this year, when the Secretary, the
Asgistant Secretary, and the Commissioner all unite in recom-
mending that this board be continued, they propose not to fol-
low that recommendation. It is very easy, when the recommen-
dations of the Secretary are in accordance with our ideas to ap-
peal to the recommendation to sustain our position, but when it
is adverse, why we override it.

My colleague says, and says erroneously, that there is but one
appeal decided a day. It is not quite correct, but the average is
less than two. But, Mr. Chairman, do we wish to have these
appeals hurriedly passed upon, without doing justice to the ap-
pellant and to the Government. The report and the hearings
before the committee, and the statement of the Secretary, show
that varied and numerous legal questions, as well as questions
of fact, arise in these cases—questions relating to the marriage
lIaws of the various States, etc. Certainly it is not the desire
of Congress, in the work of passing upon these appeals, to be
g0 hurried as to do injustice either to the appellant or the Gov-
ernment of the United States.

Now, before this board was created there were 16,000 cases
unheard, and it took more than two years for an appeal to be
heard, and I am making that statement from the hearings be-
fore the Committee on Appropriations. Two years ago there
were 3,000 cases pending at the end of the year, and the board
was continued for another year. On the 1st of October last
there were 1,700 cases pending, and taking an average from
this report from the hearing before the committee there will
come in, as has been stated, an increase from month to month,

Will the gentleman allow a question

but taking the average last given here there will be 9,606 new
cases to be disposed of, and there were 1,712 pending on the 1st
day of October; so that there will be 11.318 cases to dispose of
during the next fiscal year, and the present board disposed of
10,173. . So that if the average of new appeals is not increased,
there will still be at the end of the next fiscal year cases pend-
ing that the board will not have been able to consider even if
it is maintained at its present number.

Mr. Chairman, where the interests of the old soldier and the
interests of the Government are so vital as they are in this case
it does seem to me that in justice to the Government and in jus-
tice to them that we ought to continue this board, in accordance
with -the recommendation of all the people who know about it
and make report and appear before the committee and make
statements of fact. We ought to continue this board for at
least one more year. [Loud applause.]

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, if I know myself, T have
not the slightest disposition to do an injustice to the old soldier ;
but how any intelligent man ean vote for this amendment, nfter
the clear and comprehensive statement made by the gentleman
from New York [Mr. Lirraver], I ean not understand. Irom
the remarks that have been made in support of this amendment
one might conclude that there was a disposition here on the
part of somebody not to serve the old soldier, but, on the con-
frary, to do an act of injustice to the old soldier. Is this true?
As a matter of fact, and every man here knows it, on the statute
books are found the most liberal, yes, the most generous, pen-
sion laws that have ever been enacted by any country during
the history of the clvilized world. We have a horde of clerks
in the Pension Bureau—all of whom are favorable to the old
soldier—to construe these pension laws when he files his ap-
plication under them. After these generous laws have been
construed by clerks who are, as I have said, biased in favor of
the old soldier, if perchance their action is adverse to the claim
of the old soldier he has the right to appeal to a Board of Re-
view, and on that Board there is not one single individual
hostile to the old soldier. If, again, this Board's decision is
again adverse to the old soldier, he has the further right to
appeal to the Board of Rereview, as it is termed; and if here
the decision is adverse he can carry his case to the Commis-
sioner of Pensions, and from the Commissioner of Pensions he
can finally appeal to the Secretary of the Interior. At each of
these points you afford him, if he can show an act of injustice
has been done, the opportunity to have it righted. And, yet,
Mpy. Chairman, we are importuned to be cautious for fear that
an injustice will be done the old soldier.

There is no necessity for this Board of Appeals now, and, as
for that matter, there was no need for it at the time, a few
years ago, when the original item was embodied in the appro-
priation bill. 1t never should have been in here, and if now
stricken out the only ones hurt by it will be certnin favorites
who are now holding the places. You may be sure no injustice
will be done any soldier by unnecessarily delasiug action on his
claim for pension or increase of pension.

Mr. Chairman, I charge—and there may be some men on this
floor who will deny it, but I assert it as a fact, and no man on
the Appropriations Committee will deny it—originally ihe
places created by this item was rank patronage, nothing but
patronage, intended to serve Members of Congress rather than
to serve the old soldier. And now, when the recommendation
has been made to discontinue this in the interests of economy,
a motion is made here to embody it in the permanent law.
And, as a matter of fact, gentlemen, I know full well that this
amendment will be voted up. You will adopt it; and as a mat-
ter of fact it would have been adopted just as easily if the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. Smperman] bad moved to put in
thirty-two instead of sixteen persons on this board.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I am sure the gentleman from
Texas does not wish to make a misstatement.

Mr. BURLESON. No; I never do if I know myself.

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I say T am sure of it. Hence
the gentleman will allow me to correct him when he says the
purpose of this amendment is to enact this additional force into
permanent law. It is simply for one year, to enable the work
to be brought up.

Mr. BURLESON. And the gentleman, who has been upon the
(Clommittee on Appropriations for many years, knows—yes, out
of the storehouse of his experience there can be had a certain
knowledge—that when once an item finds place in an appropria-
tion bill it is nearly impossible to get the item out.

But, Mr, Chairman, I want to address myself for one moment
to the necessity Zor this Board. There are 1,700 cases now pend-
ing on appeal and about 800 new appeals every month. The
information that comes to us is that this Board disposes of about
800 cases a month. No wonder they do not bring the business
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abreast of current work. Here we have the sixteen mem-
bers of this Board, each disposing of about one case a day, or,
to be perfectly accurate, one and five twenty-sixths, or one and
two-thirteenths cases each day. Of course it is not to their
interest to work themselves out of a fat job. Yet, Mr, Chair-
man, every lawyer of intelligence here knows that these cases
come to this Board thoroughly briefed, and the most compli-
cated of them ought to be easily disposed of in one hour's time.
1t would be curious, Mr. Chairman, if we could ascertain just
where the various men who hold these places and who are to
be appointed come from. I doubt not a flood of light would be
turned upon this discussion, and really we could then under-
stand matters just as they are.

1 stand here to confirm every word that has been uttered by
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Lrrraver], and I stand
here to assert that there is absolutely no necessity for the con-
tinuation of this Board one day longer, much less convert it
into a permanent Board by adopting this amendment. They
could all be abolished without any fear of doing the old soldiers
an act of injustice. - ! 2

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who has just
taken his seat says that he stands here to confirm every worid
uttered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. LITTAUER].
That gentleman says that the records show that the board,
continued as is proposed by the committee, would amply dispose
of the pension-appeal cases. I beg to say that that statement
can not be confirmed, and I want to say, in the hearing of the
gentleman from New York, that he received from the Interior
Department a letter, which he never presented to the committee
and never referred to here, which shows that that statement
is absolutely untrue. Does the gentleman dispute that?

Mr. LITTAUER. If the gentleman will permit me——

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio yield to
the gentleman from New York?

Mr. KEIFER. Yes. Do you dispute that?
here.

Mr. LITTAUER. If the gersleman will permit me, the ques-
tion as to the correctness of the statement that the Board as
composed would amply dispose of the pension-appeal cases is
simply an inference. The letter was a personal letter, reen-
forcing somewhat the testimony which the Assistant Secretary
gave as printed in the hearings. It was not an official commu-
nieation. In my rehearsal of the facts in connection with this
matter before the full committee I read to the committee every
single figure that was in that letter, and the gentleman from
Ohio sat there, perhaps listening and perhaps not.

Mr. KEIFER. ' Mr. Chairman, I beg to say that the letter
was never read there, or the gentleman would not have made
the statement just made. That letter shows that for the
months of July, August, September, October, and November,
1906, the appeals filed were 4,120, and the appeals disposed of
were 3,984, less by about 200 than the appeals filed, without
going to the old cases in arrears at all. Does that justify the
statement that a board that would dispose of three-fifths as
many as have been disposed of in the past five months could
keep up promptly?

Mr. LITTAUER. I should like to ask the gentleman a ques-
tion. Can he explain to me why this same Board in the year
ending June 30, 1906, disposed of 10,173 cases, while in the
previous year, with the same number of men on the Board, it
disposed of 13,7157

Mr. KEIFER. The question contains an error. The same
Board did not exist before this fiscal year by a great way. The
Board before this time you refer to consisted of thirty-two in-
stead of twenty-eight, added to by two men detailed from the
Attorney-General's office and a man from the Land Office to help

-them, thus adding three more to the efficiency of the Board.

Mr. LITTAUER. The gentleman wants to state the facts cor-
rectly ?

Mr. KEIFER. The facts I gave in my speech a few days
ago. You Lad an opportunity to show by the statement of the
Assistant Secretary of the Interior that it would not be possible
for you to cut the Board down as is proposed and ever get in
sight of clearing up the pension appeals. We would run behind
in one year about 4,000 at least. We had also on the 1st day of
December arrears, according to this letter of December 6 to the
gentleman from New York, of 1,776 appeals. Now, somebody says
the appealed cases come briefed. Surely that is a very nice state-
ment, If you are asking for a case to come briefed against the
old soldier who appeals, and then ask the person who is re-
viewing to decide it on the brief that is made up to reject his
claim, well and good. But it has fo be rebriefed by some mem-
ber of the Board and then taken to another portion of the
twenty-eight, and finally be reviewed before the whole Board.
It is not one man sitting as an appeal board, but you have to

I have the letter

rebrief it, and the larger the record the greater the labor. That
is the way justice is often done to these old soldiers. Now,
there is nothing anywhere in the record that justifies the state-
ment that the Board continued as last year, with twelve perma-
nent and sixteen additional members, will be able to keep up
with the filed appealed cases when thirteen of the members are
dropped, and we will certainly make no mistake if we leave it
as it was the last year. :

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. )

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Pension Office: For the Commissi of
Deputy Commissioner, $3,600; Becond Depu
chief clerk, $£2,250; assistant chief clerk, medical referee,
$3,000; assistant medical referee, $2,250; 2 qualified surgeons who
shall be experts in their profession, at $2,000 each; 35 medical exam-
iners who shall be surgeons of education, skill, and experience in their
profession, at $1,800 each; 9 chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; law
clerk, $2,250 ; chief of board of review, $2,250; 65 principal examiners,
at $2,000 each; private secretary, to be selected and appointed by the
Commissioner of Pensions, $£2,000; 18 assistant chiefs of division, at
$1,800 each; 3 stenographers, at $1,600 each; 69 clerks of class 4; 85
clerks of class 3; 265 clerks of class 2; 385 clerks of class 1; 200
clerks, at $1,000 each; 94 copyists ; superintendent of building, $1,400;
2 engineers, ‘at $1,200 each; 3 firemen; 27 messengers; 12 assistant
messengers ; 20 messenger boys, at $400 each; 43 laborers; 10 female
laborers, at $400 each: 15 charwomen; 1 painter, skilled in his trade,
900 ; 1 cabinetmaker, skilled in his trade, $900 ; captain of the watch,
éli-t;l“fg §r3ergennts of the watch, at $750 each; 20 watchmen; in all,
LR R LTS

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the follow-
ing committee amendment.
The Clerk read as follows:

On page 114, line 23, strike out the words * two hundred and sixty-
five " and insert in lieu thereof the words * three hundred ;" in line
strike out the words ‘ three hundred and thirty-five” and insert in )lien
thercof the words * three hundred and seventy ;" in line 25 strike out
the words “ two hundred” and insert the words “one hundred and
sixty-five.” On page 115, line 1, strike out the word * ninety-four"
and insert the word * sixty-nine;" and in lines 12 and 13 strike out
the words “ six hundred and seventy-eight thousand seven hundred and
fifty " and Insert the words * seven hundred and three thousand two
hundred and fifty.”

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the bill provides for thirty-
five men of elass 1 and thirty-five men of class 2——

Mr. LITTAUER. If I may be allowed, the Commissioner ad-
}'ised us that we could reduce the number of clerks in the serv-
ice, and this is in the line of his recommendation.

Mr. MANN. I thought this was an increase.

Mr. BINGHAM. No; it is a decrease.

Mr. LITTAUER. It is the elimination of seventy 'clerks.
The committee reported to eliminate thirty-five at $1,400 and
thirty-five at $1,200. The purpose of the amendment is to elimi-
nate thirty-five out of the $1,000 class and thirty-five out of the
$900 class instead of as at first proposed.

The amendment was considered and agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

No vacancy now existing in the clerical or other classified service of
the Pension Office, or which may occur after March 1, 1907, and prior
to July 1, 1908, shall be filled by original appointment or by transfer
from un{ other office or bureau of the Department of the Interior.
Nor shall any transfers from said Pension Office existing March 1,
1907, be returned to sald Office.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mryr. Chairman, I offer the following com-
mittee amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 14, on page 115, strike out the words “ or other classified,”
and in line 17 strike out the word * eight” and insert in lien thereof
the word * seven.”

The CHATRMAN.
ment,

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Patent Office: For the Commissioner of Patents, £5,000: Assistant
Commissioner, who shall perform such duties pertaining to the office of
Commissioner as may be assigned to him by the Commissioner, $3,000;
chief clerk, $2,500; 2 law clerks, at $2,5600 each; 3 examiners in
chief, at $3,000 each; examiner of interferences, $2.,500; examiner of
trade-marks and designs, $2,500; 41 principal examiners, at £2.500
cach; 53 first assistant examiners, at $1,800 each; 63 second assistant
examiners, at $1,600 each;. 73 third assistant examiners, at $1,400
each ; 83 fourth assistant examiners, at $1,200 each ; financial clerk, who
shall give bonds in such amount as the Secretary of the Interior may de-
termine, $2,250; librarian, $2,000; 6 chlefs of division, at $2,000 each;
additional to 1 chief of division in charge of the Official Gazette, $250;
3 assistant chiefs of division, at $1,800 each; T clerks of class 4, one
of whom shall act as apPllcution clerk ; machinist, $1,800; 7 clerks of
class 3, one of whom shall be translator of languages: 15 clerks of class

Z: 70 clerks of class 1; skilled laborer, $1,200; 3 skilled draftsmen, at
£1.200 each; 4 draftsmen, at $1,000 each: 5T permanent clerks, at

Pensions, $5,000: First
ty Commissioner, $3,600;
'%2,00[1:

The question is on agreeing to the amend-

£1,000 each; messenger and Fro})erty clerk, £1,000; 107 copyists, seven
of whom may be copyists of drawings; 31 copyists, at $720 each; 3
messengers ; 25 assistant messengers; 51 laborers, at $600 each; 50

Iaborers, at $480 each; 39 messenger boys, at $360 each; in all,
§006,880,
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Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I offer thie following amend-
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

On_page 118, in lines 2 and 3, strike out * machinist, $1,600;" in
line 8 strike ont “ fifty-seven” and insert * sixty-two,” and after the
word “eclerk™ insert * including five heretofore designated model at-
tendants ;" in Iine 10 strike out * one hundred and seven' and in-
sert * one hundred and six;"” in line 11, after the word “ drawings,”
insert “ten clerks heretofore designated model attendants, at $300
each,” and strike out “ thirty-one'”™ and insert * thirty;" in line 14
strike out “fifty " and insert * forty-eight;' and In lines 16 and 17
strike out * fifty-six thousand eight hundred and eighty ” and insert
in lien thereof * sixty-five thousand seven hundred.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ments offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND ‘LABOR.

Office of the Secretary: For compensation of the Secretary of Com-
merce and Labor, $8,000; Assistant Secretary, $5,000; private secretary
to the Secretary, $2,500; confidential clerk to the Secretary, $1,6007
private secretary to the Assistant Secretary, $1,800; chief clerk and
superintendent, $3,000; dlaburslnf clerk, $2,750; chief of appointment
division, $2,250; two chiefs of division, at 32.060 each ; ten clerks of
class 4 (including one census clerk) ; ten clerks of class 3; twelve
clerks of class 2; ten clerks of class 1; ten clerks, at $1,000 each; five
clerks, at $900 each; two telegraph operators, at $1,200 each; five

. messengers ; nine assistant messengers; seven messenger boys, at $480
each ; one engineer, $1,000; one skilled laborer, $840; two conductors
of elevators, at STﬁD each; two firemen, at $660 each; nine laborers;
one ggcker. $840 ; one driver and foreman of stables, $840 ; six hostlers,
at $860 each; one cabinetmaker, $1,000; one carpenter, $900; captain
of the watch, $1,200; si
$151,840. h

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk, and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

After line 13, on page 143, insert :

“ For compensation of not more than $10 per day and actual neces-
sary traveling expenses of special agents to investigate trade conditions
abroad, with the object of promoting the foreign commerce of the
United States, $50,000, not more than $20,000 of which shall be used
in the investigation of the markets for cotton produets, and the results
of such investigation shall be reported to Congress.”

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Unless objection is made, I shall ask for
a vote on that amendment.

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr, Chairman, I wish to offer an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute to the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Georgia, which I send to the desk, and ask
to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For compensation at not more than $10 per day and actual neces-
sary traveling expenses of special agents to investigate trade condi-
tions abroad, with the object of promoting the foreign commerce of the
United States, $750,000, not more than $25,000 of which shall be used
in the investigation of the markets for any one of the following ar-
ticles :

Cotton and manufactures thereof, wool and manufactures thereof,
leathier and manufactures thereof, boots and shoes, wood and manufac-
tures thereof, glass and manufactures thereof, iron and manufactures
thereof, flax and manufactures thereof, steel and manufactures thereof,
copper and manufactures thereof, antomobiles, sewing machines, type-
wgfgrs. firearms, hardware, cutlery, agricultural implements, corn, hay,

, 8swine, Deets,
onions; and the reports of such special agents shall published by
Congress.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the sub-
stitute offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts,

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.
Is the debate upon the substitute amendment first?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

Mr, SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly
in favor of that amendment. The usual appropriation was left
out by the committee this year, of some $5(,000——

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr, Chairman, I desire to raise the point
of order on the substitute.

Several Memeers. That is too late.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is too late, debate
having been passed.

Mr. SULLIVAN. In the last bill $50,000 was appropriated
for the investigation of foreign markets, with a view of increas-
ing the commerce of the United States. In the previous bill
$30,000 was ecarried, so that $80,000 has been authorized and
probably spent for the investigation of these markets. In order
that the House may not think that all this has been without
fruit, I hold up for your inspection all of the reports which have
been made so far, and which represent the $80,000 which has
been expended. -Here is the $80,000 worth. I offer that as an
exhibit, in order to indicate to the House how many more re-
ports we might get, excellently written and in much greater
bulk, if we should appropriate what I ask for, namely, $750,000.
And to show that there is an absolute need of appropriating this
money, I wish to call the attention of the Members to the state-
ment made by Mr. Carson, of the Department of Commerce and
Labor, He speaks of the great and dense ignorance of the

x watchmen; fifteen charwomen; in all,

wheat, potatoes, barley, tobaceo, sugar, rice, cattle, e

American manufacturer concerning the conditions of trade in
Europe and the rest of the world. £

That is illustrated by this remark:

It is to exploit those facts and to inform our people as to the wants
and requirements cf foreign markets that our efforts are being directed.
When made acquainted with these conditions our manufacturers and
merchants will not send skates to the Tropics and fur goods to
Jamalca.

Now, I suppose there are some merchants and manufacturers
in the United States who know what the temperature of the
Tropics is, but they never had a realizing sense of the facts
until they were incorporated in an official statement. We all
know that unofficial statements concerning trade conditions,
such as are gathered by merchants and their agents, are of ab-
solutely no value to men who have goods to sell, and that the
only fact worth considering is the fact that is stated in a sol-
emn document prepared under the auspices of one of the offi-
cials of the United States. So that hereafter as one result of
the publication of these reports, which have cost $80,000 al-
ready, we will understand officially that there is no ice in the
Tropies upon which people of that country may skate and there
is no necessity for fur cloaks and boas. [Laughter.]

Mr. MANN. Is it necessary to have ice always in order to
sgkate?

Mr. SULLIVAN. I do not know what the conditions in the
Tropics are, but I assure the gentleman it is not necessary in
Chicago.

Mr., MANN. We know that. i

Mr. SULLIVAN. 1t is a worthy purpose, Mr. Chairman, and
if the money of the country is going to be spent, as I think it
will be, there is no better way than to develop the foreign com-
merce of this country. For a great many years, under the in-
fluence of protective tariffs, the attention of our producers, of
our farmers, and manufacturers was concentrated almost ex-
clusively upon the home market. Now, having control of the
home market in such manner as fo call for such investigations
as have been propounded here to-day—for instance, the inves-
tigation of the lumber trust—it now becomes necessary to turn
our eyes away from local conditions and see what we may sell
in the rest of the world. It is a subject that will take a long
time to investigate, as the answer of Mr. Carson shows. He
was asked by Mr. LITTAUER, of the committee :

How many years will it take to complete this investigation?

Mr, CarsoN. You will find in these reports [handing to members of
the committee printed reports] the kind of work we are doing.

Then Mr. LITTAUER proceeded :

Mr. Carson, here you have special agents whose object Is the exten-
slon of the foreign commerce of the United States. Of course the fleld
is almost unlimited, Is it not?

Mr. CarsoN. Yes; it is without limit.

So we have the assurance that if this beneficent work is con-
tinued in a manner befitting the dignity and glory of this great
American nation that it will last for all time and consume a
considerable portion of the public revenues. I for one should
much prefer to see the money of the country spent in the de-
velopment of our foreign commerce than spent in building a
great navy or maintaining a great standing army. I should
prefer to see much of it spent in the development of our rivers
and harbors, and in the same line of reasoning considerable
money could be well spent in the development of our foreign
commerce,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
for five minutes longer.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent that his time be extended for five minutes.
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. SULLIVAN. Now, I know that some Member who ob--
Jects to the expenditure of such a large sum as three-quarters
of a million dollars for this excellent purpose may say that
these special agents are not of any value to the country. The
contradiction is found here. Here are the reports. They speak
for themselves. They are excellently written, some of them
by skilled newspaper men, who have found a great deal of
material worth reporting an& who have compiled it in a most
excellent fashion. I know that some men will say these men
ought to be experts in particular lines, and no others should be
appointed, but if you have experts in the manufacture of cotton
and other articles you will not have such beautiful and finished
literary productions as you will when you send newspaper men
abroad to do this work, and that is something which should
merit the consideration of the House.

I know that some men will object still further and say that
much of the information gathered by these special agents, for
which I trust we will appropriate $750,000 more, is material
that could-be just as well collected by the members of our con-




1906. CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE. 363

sular service, and they will argue that the consular service
has recently been improved, or is about to be improved, as a re-
sult of the excellent legislation of last year. I grant that. 1

believe it is a fact, accepted by all, that when special agents do.

go abroad the first thing they do is to consult the resident con-
sul in the particular district which they are exploring and get
from him all the information he has upon the subject. But the
fact still remains that these consuls can not make reports of
such literary excellence as our special agents, and for that
reason I think this work ought to be continued.

Now, then, I do not believe that cotton should be singled out
for the expenditure of a large sum of money, and I have ex-
tended the list so ‘that it includes thirty articles, all of them
produced in the United States and equally entitled to the pro-
tection of the American flag and to an appropriation. No one
can say upon this floor with any degree of confidence that we
ought to spend the money of the country for the development
of the market for cotton or boots and shoes exclusively. A
Member has suggested, after hearing my list read, that I
showed a great lack of local pride in failing to insert in my
list the item of Boston baked beans. [Laughter.] He. said
that that was an article which should be sent abroad, and which
undoubtedly would improve conditions in the world generally
outside of the United States and in the city of Boston In par-
ticular. But in order that I might not be accused of any selfish
local pride, I omitted that important article from my list and
devoted my attention to some things equally meritorious.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman tell the com-
mittee how much money the Government of the United States
has been spending in this magnificent work? g

Mr., SULLIVAN. Thirty thousand dollars in the bill the
year before last and $50,000 last year.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What would you call this agent
that you speak of? A drummer?

Mr. SULLIVAN. I would call him the “advance agent of
prosperity.” [Laughter.] He is sent abroad in order fo as-
certain conditions——

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. All the drummers are that. I
never saw a drummer in my life that did not think that pros-
perity was ahead of him or just behind him.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. They are called * special agents " in the
bill.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee.
private firm?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like five minutes
more. ;

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Sunrivan] asks for five minutes more. Is there objection.

There was no objection.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose.

Mr. SULLIVAN. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee,

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does this gentleman represent
the Government of the United States as such or some private
firm?

Mr. SULLIVAN. The gentleman represents the Government
of the United States in general and the Treasury of the United
States in particular. The information which he collects is, of
course, published to the world, and our manufacturers get the
benefit of it. I have not observed, as a result of these investi-
gations, that our commerce has increased materially; but the
work is still young. It is still only an infant industry, and it
ought to get proper encouragement. In process of time it will
unquestionably show the merits of the enterprise.

Now, I have asked twenty-five thousand for boots and shoes,
which are articles of great importance all the world over. The
people of the world are entitled to know the merits of American-
mide boots and shoes. And so on through wood and its manu-
factures, and sewing machines, typewriters, firearms, hardware,
entlery, and also a great many products of the farm. I find, for
example, that corn leads the list in the last year’s production.
Corn is an article of even greater value in the domestic economy
of the United States than cotton. I find that the production of
corn ig twelve hundred and sixteen millions according to the last
report. Then, too, hay is ahead of cotton, the value being six
hundred and five millions. Cotton ecomes third, with five hun-
dred and seventy-five millions, and wheat follows a close fourth,
with five hundred and twenty-five millions, and oats, two hun-
dred and eighty-two millions, and so on. I have put all of these
worthy and deserving articles in the list because 1 believe they
are entitled to consideration equally with cotton. I would not
neglect other articles. Take the American hog, for example.
Ile is finding it extremely difficult to enter the markets of
Lurope, particularly of Germany. All sorts of diseriminating
laws arve made against him. What could be better than to have

Special agents of whom? Some

expert agents of the United States go to Germany and find out
how conditions might be improved, so as to- facilitate the en-
irance—I might say, grease the passage—of the American hog,
so that the sale of hog products might be greater in Germmany
than it is to-day. [Laughter.] Then there are other articles
of the farm. Take beets, for example. Why should not the
American beet be extolled abroad by our agents?

Mr. LIVINGSTON. They are paying three millions now to
send it abroad. :

Mr. SULLIVAN. Let us pay more. If it is a good thing, we
can not have too much of it. Then take the onion. There is a
patient and humble American vegetable just as much entitled,
in my judgment, to the protection of the flag and as much en-
titled to an appropriation as is cotton. What patriot is there
who can not feel the rush of blood to his face and moisture to
his eyes when he speaks of the American onion? [Laughter.]
Would it not sweeten Europe, Asia, and other parts of the world
in its passage around the globe? What more patriotic mission
could there be than to send a special agent abroad with the
American flag in his right hand and the American onion in his
left hand? [Laughter.]

Mr. STANLEY. What about the hen?

Mr. SULLIVAN. Yes; what about the hen? I thank the
gentleman for his suggestion. I find that the Secretary of Agri-
culture has stated in a solemin document that * the farmer's hen
has become a worthy companion to his cow. The annual pro-
duction of eggs is now a score of billions.” There is the egg
industry. See that we send an agent abroad to find a market
for our eggs, and even for our decayed eggs. Why, it was
rumored not long ago that they were treated with formaldehyde,
put in barrels, and sent to China.

I remember some years ago an American actor, speaking of
eyewater, said that he could buy it at 50 cents a barrel and
sell it in China at a dollar a bottle, and that there were * mil-
lions in it.” There are millions in this also. So our decayed-
egg industry should be fostered. Why not find a legitimate out-
let for the decayed eggs, instead of allowing them to remain a
sort of fluid criticism upon American dramatic art? [Laughter.]
Who can not see the picture of the Orient waiting with out-
stretched arms and, perhaps, bowed head, calling for the intro-
duction of the decayed eggs of the United States? 1 might
extend the list indefinitely, but I assure gentlemen this amend-
ment ought to pass, in the interest of American industries.
There is not one of these articles which could be called unpa-
triotic ; not one of them but which is entitled to an appropria-
tion as much as cotton and other articles which are specifieally
enumerated. Let these agents be appointed; let the appropria-
tion go on, and after a while, under the ecivilizing influence of
our beets, our onions, and our decayed eggs, we will not find it
necessary longer to appropriate for great navies; we will have
conquered the world with our products; and therefore I heg a
respectful consideration by this House for this amendment.
[ Laughter and applause.]

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I think, Mr. Chairman, from first to last,
the remarks of my colleague on the committee have been quite
unkind, in attempting to ridicmle this amendment of mine off
the floor of the House. Ridicule is not argument. It may be
in harmony with his practice before petty juries in the court-
room, but is not worth anything on the floor of this House.

Mr. Chairman, over half of the articles he mentions are al-
ready exploited abroad by special appropriations. Beef, mutton,
butter, corn and corn bread, hen and hen fruit, and all that,
have been cared for by the Secretary of Agriculture to a very
great extent, and a product of this country which for the last
five years—three out of five—has paid the balance in export
irade against the United States is cotton.. It has been seftled
by cotton, and the money furnished to prevent a financial panie
in the United States, yet he compares that product to the
juice from rotten eggs [laughter]—another Massachusetts
product [laughter]—and Boston beans.

Mr. SULLIVAN. I would share its benefit with the whole
world; I was not so selfish as the gentleman.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, the committee, in
the preparation of this bill, saw proper to put in an appropria-
tion for, or recommendation for, $30,000 this year. Now, the
gentleman ean still, if the limit is put back in the bill and the
amendment prevails, can still go to the Secretary of Commerce
and Labor with this list and have them all attended to.

Mr. SULLIVAN. There would not be enough money.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This law was $30,000 last year; the cur-
rent appropriation is $50,000. But $20,000 was added by an
amendment in the Senate covering cotton products; and I am
going to show you who are interested in cotton products, and
you ought to take care of it. All I have asked is a reinstate-
ment of the current law in the bill. Now, why should that
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amendment of mine be attacked as if it was a scheme, if you
wish to call it a scheme, as the gentleman from Boston seems
to think it is. It Is not giving a fair chance to the tax payer
of the United States as to whether it is proper to be expended
in this way or mot. The gentleman holds up in his hand a
great body of reports of the special agents, and does not show
how the expenditure of $80,000 has benefited this country.

I say that if you will read these reports you will see that our
special agents, sent abroad to enlarge and broaden the trade
of this country, have been very efficient and useful.

Mr. LITTAUER. Will the gentleman particularize?

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Another Boston man. [Laughter.]
Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, if I had more than ten or
fifteen minutes 1 would take these reports and particularize,
but the gentleman from New York knew that no man could do
it under the five-minute rule when he put the proposition up
to me. I say this appropriation ought to be continued, so as
to give this scheme, if you ecall it a scheme, a fair deal
I stand in my place on the floor of this House and declare that
these reports sustain the argument I am making, without par-
ticularizing, and I leave it with the gentleman from New York,
if he-can get the time, to particnlarize.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I ask unanimous consent for ten minutes
in order to make me eéven up with the Boston party.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent
that his time be extended ten minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, let us see about the necessity. I
shall have to be brief about it. We produce 70 per cent of the
raw cotton of the world. England produces 64 per cent of the
eotton fabrics of the world. I have not the time to dwell on
that. Let me repeat it, and you take it home with you. We
produce in the United States T0 per cent of all the raw cotton
of the world. England produces 64 per cent of all the cotton
goods of the world. England exports annually $447,657,600 of
cotton fabrics. The United States, that produces 70 per cent of
the raw cotton, sends abroad $55,189,700 in cotton goods; §55,-
000,000 against $447,000,000. Is it not about time that Asia
and Africa knew that we have cotton and cotton mills in this

country, and can manufacture and sell cotton goods cheaper

than England? That is the object of this amendment.

Listen! In 1905 England sold to Asia §202,212,600 worth of
cotton goods. The United States sold in Asia only $36,988,200
worth of manufactured cotton. There were $36,000,000 of our
cotton fabrics going to Asia against $202,000,000 of English
goods going to Asia. How did they get that trade? By doing
just what I propose in this amendment. That is how they got
it, they went after it like the nigger went after the Chrmtmas
turkey. He got it because he went after it.

Again, Africa took from England last year $29,456,100 in cot-
ton goods, and she took from us $428,200. There is a difference
of $20,000,000 that Africa took from England more than she
took from us. South America, right at our doors, took from
England last year $32,002,800, and took from us $3,476,500, a
difference of $28.000,000 that England sold right at our doors
more than we sold of manufactured cotton goods. Canada and
Mexico took from England five times as much cotton goods as
they took from the United States in 1005. Think of it. Mexico
on our south Canada on our north, and both on our borders, took
five times as much manufactured cotton from England as from
the United States. Let any man look at these figures, which are
all official, and he will see that when we have one crop worth
from five to six hundred million dollars, and only a small per
cent of it manufactured within the limits of the United States
and 04 per cent of it manufactured in England—Iif any man leok-
ing at this fact will tell me that it is not time for the United
States to get a part of that trade or all of it, then I am mistaken
in the man. He must be from Boston. [Laughter 1

Mr. Chairman, when I offered that amendment I intended to
insert three words between “ cotton” and the word * products,”
and those words were *“and cotton-seed;” but knowing the
amendments the gentlemen had to propose, and knowing them
to be outside of the current law, I refrained, because it would
open the gates to the gentleman from Boston, and to every other
gentleman, to put into the current law foolish, ridiculous amend-
ments such as my friend from Boston has proposed here to-day.
I ask for nothing except the current law.

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. May I ask the gentleman
a question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to
the gentleman from North Carolina?

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do.

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Does not your amendment
provide specifically for the investigation of trade conditions and

the extension of the trade of the United States in other prod-
ucts besides cotton and its manufactures?

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to say that there is $30,000 that
absolutely covers the very articles mentioned by the gentleman
from Massachusetts. :

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. That is the point, and only
$20,000 of the $50,000 goes for the investigation and extension
of the cotton trade in foreign markets:

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I desire in
the time allowed me to give my hearty indorsement to the
motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LivingsToN]. The
effort, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. Surrivan] makes In regard to this question in opposition
to the desired appropriation is to use the shaft of ridicule.
That always reacts against a man who attempts to use it on a
subject as grave and of such magnitude as this. The gentleman
from Massachusetts certainly does not know, and if he does
know he can not appreciate it, that for this one product, for
this one staple of cotton, Europe pays us annually more
than all the gold developed and mined annually in the world.
It ig true that this enormous amount for one staple goes into
the lap of the South.

And yet the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAK]
stands here in the presence of this House and facetiously and
flippantly compares this gigantic article of the world’s com-
merce with “ rotten eggs™ and “ onions.” Does he know, Mr.
Chairman, when he talks in this spirit of idle ridicule, that
every day, including Sundays and holidays, Great Britain for
our raw cotton is paying the cotton producer of the United
States more than $1,000,0007 And yet his purpose, in an effort
to display his native wit, is to underestimate and belittle, it
you please, this great southern product that is destined in the
development of the South to clothe the people of all the world
who wear clothes and are ecivilized. I have thought, among
Democrats and Republicans, regardless of place of residence,
the sentiment prevailed that we should expand and extend our
trade with foreign countries.

No man on the floor of this House is more in favor of such
a policy than T am. Why not prepare to meet the inevitable
demands of the world for cotton cloth? We are bound to have
an outlet for this great and valuable ecrop. The Eastern States
as well as the Southern States are alike interested in the man-
ufacture of cotton. It is true the South produces quite 80 per
cent of the raw cotton that supplies the world, and the South,
to the amazement of the world, if now manufacturing about
one-half of the cloth manufactured in the United States. Great
sections of the world await the new exportation and the ex-
tension of our cotton-fabric trade.

There stands China, with more than 450,000,000 of people,
awaiting to-day the cotton cloth and clothing which is the
joint product of the mills of the South and East. We see that
Great Britain buys from us raw cotton, manufacturing it, and
by tactful methods in foreign countries governs that great
trade throughout the world that the United States ought to-day
to control and will control in the near future if we will be
broad enough to give our cotton a fair chance. There stands
Japan, a great, growing, and aspiring country that has recently
entered- on the stage of the great nations of the world, with
45,000,000 of people who can use our cotton. Great Britain
is extending the tentacles of her trade greed and will soon
have in her grasp the cotton-cloth interests and demands of
that people. It is the proper time for us to seek this develop-
ing trade in Japan. If we lose it, the completion of the Pan-
ama Canal will lose many of its commercial advantages for
the South. Let us understand the proposition submitted to us
and then apply the wit and humor in the remarks made by
the gentleman from Massachusetts. It is "this: The gentle-
man from Georgia [Mr. LiviNgsToN] moves to reinsert in the
bill the provision that calls for an appropriation of $50,000
*to investigate trade conditions abroad,” to promote our foreign
commerce, but only $20,000 of this amount shall be used to
investigate foreign markets in the interest of cotton produects.
1t appears that the $30,000 appropriation ought fo be sufficient
to investigate foreign markets in the interest of “ rotten eggs
and onions.”

Why, Mr. Chairman, there can be no comparison with any
one single product that is made in the United States to this
great one of the product of cotton and its manufacture. I in-
sist, Mr. Chairman, not in any spirit of sectionalism, not in any
spirit except that which is broad and patriotie, that we ought
to investigate matters of this kind, for such Investigations
will add to the commereial growth of our Republic. We ought
to send skilled and trained men to these markets that we can
develop—men who can tell us what the existing conditions are,
what the customs are, and what kind and character of cotton
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cloths we ought to send to that country and what kind would
suit the tastes of those people, so that it will increase and ad-
vance our trade there. I insist that the provision offered by the
gentleman from Georgia should be reinserted in this bill. [Ap-
plause.] i

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, of course the amendment
offered by the.gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SuLLIvaN]
will be voted down, because it was offered for the purpose of
being voted down. DBut I do sincerely hope the members of this
commitiee will not treat the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Georgia [Mr. Livingston] with ridicule. It isentitled
to serious consideration, and when you come to vote upon it,
and you will do so, if you vote down a substitute which will later
be offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Lirraver] it
is my purpose to offer an amendment to the amendinent, adding
after the words “cotton products” the words “and cotton-seed
products.”

The amendment as amended would then read as follows:

For comPensat[on. at not more than $10 per day and actual neces-
sary traveling expenses, of special agents to Investigate trade condi-
tions abroad, with the object of promoting the foreign commerce of the
United States, $50,000, not more than $20,000 of which shall be used
in the investigation of markets for cotton preducts and cotton-seed
products, and the results of such investigation shall be reported to
Congress. y !

I can give reasons why I think the amendment as amended

should go into this bill, and these reasons are not at all incon-
gistent with the views expressed by the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts. I concur generally in-the propositions laid down by
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Svirivax] that it is
the duaty of the consular officers to develop the trade of the
United States. I recognize that the service of each of our
consular officers, regardless of the State from which he is ap-
pointed, belongs alike to all the States, but at the same time I
submit in all fairness that each section should be given a just
and fair proportion of these appointments, in order that we may
have those in our consular service who are thoroughly familiar
with the resources and industries of the various sections of our
country.
" I also contend that these consular officers from the different sec-
tions should be stationed in those countries with which the
citizens of the particular section have established trade rela-
tions or where there is a hope of developing or extending their
trade. 'Tis true a consular officer is a commercial agent whose
duty it is to advance the commercial interests of the country he
represents and of the individual eitizen of the country he repre-
sents, but to do so we all will admit he must have a particular
knowledge of the industry which he endeavors to promote, and
it is for that very reason that I urge upon the committee to put
this item in this bill. Now, why?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to a
question?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. BURLESON. Yes. :

Mr. MANN. Agreeing with the gentleman as to the appropri-
ation, I would like to ask him this question: How is it possible
for the special agents appointed to differentiate between the
work they do for cotton, cotton seed, and cotton fabries and the
work they do for other items, each one being engaged in a coun-
iry by itself, observing the trade relations of that country, and
making a general report upon the trade of that country?

Mr. BURLESON. I suppose agents will be appointed who
are thoroughly familiar with the cotton-seed oil industry and
who know something about where additional markets for the
same could probably be found. It is to secure such services,
which ean not be rendered by our present consular officers, that
1 contend*for the continuance of this appropriation. Mr. Chair-
man, that is the very reason why this item ought to go into
this bill.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will just state to the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. Maxx] that there were two men specially ap-
pointed for cotton, and they did not mix up with anything else.

Mr. BURLESON. I do not want my time consumed by fur-
ther inferruption, because my time is limited and I have several
suggestions which I desire to offer this committee in support of
this item. As a matter of fact—and I do not say this now in a
partisan sense; 1 desire to emphasize the assurance that T am not
stating what I now propose to state in a partisan sense—as a
matter of fact, there is not to-day a consular officer in the sery-
ice of the United States who knows anything whatever about
the manufacture of cotton-seed products, who s located where
there is even a remote chance to widen a market for same or aid
in extending its uses or assist in increasing a demand for same.
The truth is we have for the entire eleven Southern States, the
cotton and cotton-seed oil producing States, only fourteen con-
sular officers—fourteen for that entire section, while Massachu-
setts alone has nineteen. [

And, Mr. Chairman, the fourteen consular officers who have
been selected from the cotton States have been sent to obscure
points in Central or South America, or Bergen, Norway, or
some other point with which the great agricultural South has
no trade relations. 1 will admit that it is the duty of our
consular officer who hails from Massachusetts (many of whom
are stationed in Europe, where the cotton and cofton-seed oil
interests are important) to further the commercial interest of
the South and the commercial interests of the individual eiti-
zens of that section; but, Mr. Chairman, this they can not
properly do. They might, as far as cotton products are con-
cerned, but I assert they can not so do with reference to cotton-
seed produects, for they are wanting in knowledge of the in-
dustry.

I do not mean to reflect upon our consular officers. Of course
they represent all parts and all interests of the United States.
I believe they are the best in the world, but those in Europe,
where this great interest is involved, have no knowledge of cot-
ton-seed products, and consequently can not represent its merits,
New York ecan oppose this, but it is not becoming in her Repre-
senfatives to do so, because New York has thirty-seven of her
citizens abroad as consular officers to represent the commercial
interests of that State, to expleit the manufactured wares of
that great Commonwealth, and they do it, and do it well, and I
am glad of it; but why should she now oppose this item which
affects the great staple crop of the South?

Mr. Chairman, can I be excused if I take one moment to
speak of the value of the great staple to be affected by this
amendment? It is undoubtedly true that cotton is the most im-
portant erop grown in all this great country. But for this crop,
instead of being one of the leading, if not the leading, creditor
countries of the world, we would, when the balance of the world’s
trade is struck, find ourselves each year on the wrong side of
the ledger. This great erop furnishes full 90 per cent of the
balance of trade in our faver. The hoard of gold now piled
high in the vaults of our Treasury bears silent witness to the
service rendered by cotton in bringing this precious metal from
foreign shores. :

Mr. Chairman, millions of dollars are appropriated each year
for the support of our consular service, and, as I have shown,
of the 300 consular officers all the South has only 14, and these

-are located where they can be of but little service, and now,

when the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LivinesToN] by this
amendment asks for the pitiful sum of $20,000 to exploit a by-
product of its great crop, of which no consular officer, located
where its interests are affected, now in the service of the United
States knows one single thing, he is met with ridicule—with
ridicule by a gentleman who hails from Massachusetts, a State
that has in our consular service five more representatives than
are to be found in the entire eleven States interested in this
product. ]

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman yield to a question?

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly. I have no objection, if my time
can be extended to enable me to conclude what I desire to say
on this subject.

Mr. NORRIS. I want to ask the gentleman if these offi-
clals coming from Massachusetts and New York, or any of
them, were appointed to represent any particular industry?

Mr. BURLESON. Not at all. On the contrary, I disclaimed
that they were there to represent particularly the wares of
New York, but at the same time, being from New York, I say
that they are thoroughly familiar with the wares of New
York and thus splendidly equipped to promote her commercial
interests. i

Mr. NORRIS. Then why should we appoint anyone to rep-
resent any particular industry, cotton or any other?

Mr. BURLESON. I have not so contended, as a general
proposition, and if the gentleman had given attention to what
I have stated he would not have consumed my time by asking
such a question or interjecting such a statement. I have
clearly announced that it is the duty of our consular officers
to represent every section, and every interest of every sectiom,
of the United States, and I have also said they were doing it
as well as they could. But, Mr. Chairman, our consuls located
in Europe do not have a proper knowledge of this industry
because of conditions I have described, and for that reason we
are asking that $20,000 be set apart to exploit this partienlar
industry, and we found our contention upon the broad basis of
right. We have a right to ask it.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BURLESON. I ask unanimous consent that I may be
permitted to proceed for a few moments longer.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection. :

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, this is a peculiar indus-
try—the cotton-seed-oil industry. No consular officer living be-
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yond the limits of the South can possibly have that knowledge
of it which will enable him to properly represent its merits. It/
has heretofore found its principal, if not its sole, market in
Europe, or rather, I should say, in certain countries in Europe—
England, France, Germany, Italy, and Austria-Hungary. We
have no consular officer there with even. fair knowledge of it.
This is]one reason why I contend that this item should go into
this bill. .

This industry now has $73,000,000 invested in it and 715 dif-
ferent plants engaged in its manufacture. Last year the prod-
uet was excluded from Austria by a prohibitive tax. It has been
practically excluded from Germany, and now France threatens
to exclude it. Recent cablegrams from Paris clearly indicate
a purpose on the part of the customs committee of the Chamber
of Deputies to increase the tariff charge on cotton seed and cot-
ton-seed oil to so high a figure that it would amount to ex-
clusion. So imminent is this danger that the ambassador from
this country to France, Mr. McCormick, has made strong repre-
sentations against the proposed increase. ;

Mr. Chairman, as is well known to us all, a very advantageous
reciprocity treaty which had been negotiated with France by Mr.
Kasson, under the provisions of the Dingley Aect, was pigeon-
holed at the other end of the Capitol. That treaty, it is
believed, would have proven especially advantageous to the
cotton producer. In fact, it is claimed that it would have been
worth millions of dollars to those interested in that great staple.
But, Mr., Chairman, we did not get it, and we all know we will
not get a reciprocity treaty with France. The particular treaty
was sidetracked, so it is said, because it happened to affect very
slightly certain knitted goods manufactured in Massachusetts.
Such being the case, regardless of the enormous benefit to be
conferred on the millions who produce cotton and cotton seed, a
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts saw that the treaty
was not ratified.

I am not making any complaint about it. That matter is
passged, but I do believe it my duty to insist that because the
interests of this product are being sidetracked in this way that
we are entitled to ask df the Congress the pittance carried in the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia.

1t is now our only hope of accomplishing anything for this
industry, for not only have we failed in the past to secure relief
through reciprocity, but there is no hope of doing anything
along that line in the future. ;

The reciprocity bureau of the State Department has been
abandoned, and evidently there is no purpose to attempt any-
thing further in that direction.

I submit in this connection a part of the hearings on this bill
before your Appropriation Committee and you can determine
for yourself the chances for action from that quarter. I read
from the statement made by the honorable Secretary of State:

LACK OF EXPERT ASBISTANCE.

Secretary Roor. There Is particularly a lack of force in what we
call the bureau of trade relationms. You will remember that there was
a reciprocity burean, and that when I talked with you a year ago we
talked about the expenses of the reciprocity bureau, of which Mr.
Kasson had been the head, and of which Mr. Coleman was secretary
and practical chief under Mr. Kasson. That is gone now. That ex-
Ense had been paid out of an emergency fund, and we abandoned that

the process of reforming our salaries, with general consent.

There is a great amount of work to be dome—work that we have
got to have done in the State Department. It is part of a pretty wide
subject, and I do not know that I ought to take up your time with*it,
but it may be worth while for me to say a few words, We are very
lame and very undeveloped in our governmental organization in respect
to expert assistance. We have just sent over to Germany, for the pur-
pose of reaching an understanding npon facis and an understanding of
the relative ideas of the two countries on the subject of the tariff, three
experts, and I had to go around and pick them up and get them as a
matter of special favor from the Treasury Department and the Depart-
ment of Commerce, and we have added a consul-general—Mr. Mason—
who has gone over to Berlin from Paris to give them the benefit of his
assistance. « They met in Berlin a force of nine experts connected with
the foreign office, whose entire and continuous business is to keep the
(}ovminment of Germany up to date all the time upon every commercial

uestion.

% Mr. Lirraver. You have not a like force in your Department?

Secretary Roor. There is no such force here.

* Mr. BurLESON. Is there any necessity for such a force? Germany
is cnnstﬂnlly engaged in negotiating recigrocity treaties with various
countries., That is the very character of business they are engaged in.
They are the experts about whom Secretary Root ig)eaks.

Secretary Roor. We are exporting $1,750,000,000 worth of goods, and
all of those except those going to Great Britain herself are going to
countries that have tariffs imposed *upon our goods, and there is no
country in the world that so much needs intelligent and expert knowl-
edge on all tariff quesiions as this country now, at this very time.

ﬁr. LarTaues., Tarifl q?uestlons from the standpoint of those coun-
tries we are deallng with

Secretary RooT. Yes,

Mr. BrruesoN., To do what, Mr, Secretary?
Secretary Roor. To enable us, in the first
sa representations to those countries whic

po;{ng isadvantages upon our trade——

Mr, LIVINGSTON. An cﬂPpIing it? i

Secretari- Roor. Yes; crippling our trade. Changes are being pro-
posed all the time all over—changes in France, changes in Germany,

lace, to make the neces-
will prevent their im-

changes In Brazil, changes everywhere in the tariff. Our commereclal
competitors are trying to get changes made that will help them and
hurt us all the time. We have got to look out for it every day in
the week, and somebody has got to know something about the subject.

Mr. TAWNEY. To what extent, if at all, has the Treasury Department
performed this service in the past?

Secretary Roor. I do not suppose to any considerable extent. It has
been left to the State Department, which did not have any experts who
I have only answered a single question

were familiar with the subject.
about trying to prevent injur 22 Agtother thing is to try to get changes
neflt us.

made in thelr tariffs that wil

We have just got, incidental to a little cultivation of kindly feeling
with South America, a reduction of the Brazilian duties on our flour.
They gave us a 20 per cent differential, a rate 20 per cent lower to
us on our flour than on the flour imported from other countries.

Mr. BupLesoN. Cam we obtain favors of that character without
granting similar concessions?

Secretary Roor. We have just done it.

Mr, BurLrsox. What character of favor?

8 Seuir]retary Roor. A reduction of 20 per cent in the duty on flour with
razil.

Mr. BorLeEsoN. Without granting any concessions ourselves?

Secretary RooT. Yes.

Mr. TAwsEY. Is it not fair to say that coffee, the chief and almost
gole importation of that country, Brazil, comes to this country free?
That is the reason we are able to make negotiations of that kind.

Secretary Roor. Of course. But an understanding of that situa-
tion—that is a simple situation—an understanding of it is necessary
on our part if we are to have such a concession on thelr part. We
have now, under the third section of the Dingley Act, anthority to re-
duce the duties on distilled spirits, argols, and wines coming from
foreign countries, for a consideration, and propositions for that are
always on the tapia here, We are making such arrangements from
time to time. We have got to know. Other countries are making
proposals to us for reciprocity treaties, just as Germany has a pro-
posal pending now. We can not throw a proposition of that kind out
of the window.

Mr. BurLEsoXN. I will admit the erying necessity of these experis if
you are gu[nﬁ to engage in that policy. .

Secretar oor. Whatever the policy may be, we have got to engage
in the policy of treating foreign countries with consideration and cour-
tesy, and wﬁen they come to us and say, * We want to make a reci.;':rm:-
ity treaty” and * The tariff arrangements with us are not fair,” we
have got to listen to them and diseuss the subject with them, and we
have got to have somebody who knows something about it.

Mr. BurrLeEsox. It does not take any expert knowledge to give them
a polite answer and to say that it is not the policy of the United States
to do that. Is not that the situation? :

Secretary Roor. It is not a situation that the Secretary of State is
entitled to announce. We have got to deal with each situation by Itself
as it ocecurs.

Mr. Chairman, I have had many requests from those inter-
ested in this industry for legislation of the character proposed
in this amendment. I believe that it is not alone to the inter-
est of those engaged in the manufacture of cotton-seed oil, many
of whom reside in my district, but I am sure it is in the interest
of every man who grows cotton.

For a number of years the cotton planter has not received
what I would regard as a fair price per ton for his cotton seed,
It has been thought that this might have been brought about by
a common understanding or secret agreement entered into by
the cotton-seed oil people, but it may be the fact that markets
abroad are being closed against the cotton-seed oil that has
made it impossible for the manufacturer of cotton-seed oil to
pay a higher price for his raw material. If this be true, and by
this small sum relief can be afforded, undoubtedly it should be
allowed. i :

Twenty thousand dollars is all that is asked. I have fried
to show you why we should have these special agents. I do not
believe that our consular agents can properly serve those inter-
ested in this industry, and when I say that I do not mean it in
any sense as a criticism of them. I say it in the face of the
condition that confronts us, and every man here knows that it
confronts us. I will not now discuss why we have not more
consular agents from the South or the reasons why they are
assigned to duty at obscure places. That is neither here nor
there. I am not making any complaint about that at this time,
but I do say if yon want to do right, and accord even-handed
justice, you will not deny this $20,000 when millions are ecarried
in the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill for the sup-
port of consular officers who look after the trade in other sec-
tions of the country. [Applause.]

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I will de-
tain the House only a short time. I shall not make any
extended remarks, but I simply want to say that I agree most
heartily with what the gentleman from Texas has said, that
this effort to widen the markets of the United States for the
sale of cotton goods is not a proper subject of ridicule on the
part of the gentleman from the great Commonwealth of Massa-
chusetts or any other Member. We to-day in the South are
competing with Massachusetts and New England in the manu-
facture of cotton goods. The cotton growers of the South have
also become cotton spinners.

North Carolina ranks as the third State of the Union in the
manufacture of cotton goods. Massachusetts comes first, South
Carolina second, and the great State of North Carolina, which
I have the honor in part to represent, comes third in the manufac-
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ture of cotton goods. The climate, water power, and labor in
my State all unite to make the State a great manufacturing State.
This amendment simply proposes, gentlemen of the House, to
investigate trade conditions generally as to every article of
manufacture and every product of this counfry sold in foreign
markets. It proposes that there shall be an investigation as to
trade conditions in cotton manufactures with a view to widen-
ing the markets of the United States for cotton and cotton
manufactures. It appropriates $50,000 for the employment of
speeial agents to do this work, of which sum $20,000 only is to
be expended with a view of widening our foreign markets for
cofton manufactures. I believe that would be money wisely
expended, and differ wholly with the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts.

Is this sum not insignificant compared with the value of this
great product of the South; this great money crop of the South?
And as the gentleman from Texas has well said, there is linked
with eotton and cotton manufactures also the great cotton-seed
oil industry, which has grown, as I have shown in my former
speech in the House, from a few hundred thousand dollars in
value and investment to millions of dollars in value. We want
to devise some means to get new and wider foreign markets
for that great industry of the South. What was once a waste
product which brought no money to the South has grown into
a great industry with millions of dollars invested.

Mr. LITTAUER. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Certainly.

Mr. LITTAUER. Was this waste product turned into mil-
lions of dollars of profit to the people of the South by any sort
of reports of this character obtained through this appropriation?

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. No. It was due to ihe
energy of the people of the South and the fact that they pos-
sessed this raw product ; but of course they get suggestions from
reports and investigations as to the best markets and means of
increasing the price and widening the markets for the product.
I will say to the gentleman from New York as the gentleman
from Texas has well said, and as I have shown in my former
speeches, inasmuech as we have been unable to get reciproeity
treaties we want at least to have some method or means by
which we can widen the markets of the South and the United
States for this cotton-seed oil product as well as our cotton
manufactures. It means much to that great section of our
reunited country—the Southland.

Mr. LITTAUER. Can you point te any single item in the
reports already made from the expenditure of the $30,000 for
the. year ending the 30th of July last or the supplemental $50,000
that is now being expended the promotion of which is in any
way attributable to that appropriation?

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Well, I am not familiar
with the reports, but, in a general way, I should say that the
expenditure of this money—the sending of special agents abroad
for the purpose of investigating trade conditions to extend the
markets of the United States for all its manufactures and prod-
uets, especially for cotton manufactures, throwing all possible
light upon the subject—must necessarily tend to promote the
widening of our markets, enabling us to know where and how
to carry on our trade to the best advantage. We have been told
one advantage of holding the Philippines is that they may be a
base for our trade in cotton manufactures in the Orient,

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr, Chairman, I desire to
put in the Recorp resolutions adopted by the Southern States
Commissioners of Agriculture and Agricultural Workers sent me
to-day by Doctor Kilgore, of the North Carolina department of
agriculture. I am heartily in favor of the amendment of the
gentleman from Georgia.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina de-
sires to print in the REcorp the matter to which he has referred.
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The matter above referred to is as follows:

RESOLUTION.

Whereas cotton is the principal money ecrop of the South; that this
will continue to be so for years to come {8 a matter about which there
can be no difféerence of opinion. We note with a degree of great satis-
factlon that the United States Congress at its last session appropriated
a small sum to be u in the commendable work of extending the mar-
ket In foreign fields: Therefore, be it

Resolved, That we, the Southern States Commissioners of Agrl-
cnlture and Agricultural Workers, in elghth annual session convened
in the city of Jacksonville, Fla., take advantage of this, the first op-
portunity, to express our appreciation of the recognition given our
greatest crop, and heartily commend the good work undertaken for the
benefit of the cotton planter and the manufacturer, and urge ounr
southern Congressmen and Senators to use every effort to secure ade-
quate appropriations for the active continuation of this work.

Respectfully submitted.

H. E. BLAKESLEE, Commissioner for Mississippi,
T, H. HupsoN, Commissioner for Georgia,
Tarre BurLeR, Veterinarian for North Carolina,
- Commitiee,

Adopted at adjourned session held at Tampa, Fla.,, Wednesday, No-

vember 21, 1906,
B. J. Warsoxn, President.
Attest :
B. W. KiLGORE,
Secrctary-T'reasurer.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, my colleague [Mr. LiviNg-
groN] has offered the following amendment:

For compensation, at not more than $10 per day and actual neces-
sary traveling expenses, of special agents to investigate trade condi-
tions abroad, with the object of promotin§ the foreign commerce of the
United States, $50,000, not more than $20,000 of which shall be used
In the investigation of markets for cotton products; and the results
of such investigation shall be reported to Congress.

I had prepared to offer the same amendment, and it is in the
Iangunage of the current law as econtained in the appropriation
bill for the present fiscal year. It has been of great benefit and
valuable results have been obtained from it, and I hope it will
be continued.

Under this appropriation investigations have been made by
experts abroad, especially in China and other foreign countries,
whose people use, to a great extent, cotton goods for clothing
and other domestic purposes, and the results are contained
and have been made known to us by the Chief of the Bureau of
Manufactures, and they are, and will continue to be, of great
benefit to our people, especially to the producers of cotton and
its products. The sum proposed is so insignificant in compar-
ison with the benefits that have been received, and will con-
tinue tclx be received, that it is surprising that anyone should
oppose it.

The Chief of the Bureau of Manufactures, in his report, says:
WORK OF SBPRCIAL AGENTS.

Under the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation act for
the year 1906 the sum of $30,000 was appropriated for an investigation
of trade conditions abroad. Under this authority four special xgents
were appointed, one of whom was assigned to a, Mexico, and Cuba ;
one to Central and South America, and two to China and Japan.
These officers not only furnished the country with valuable reports
describing fully trade conditions and pointing out opportunities that
invited American competition, but supplied other information of a
practical character conveying object lessons to manufacturers, especially
those of cotton goods, that has been productive of good results, and
which has received the highest commendation from many of those
whose interests were thus served. Under the appropriation act for the
year 1907 the sum of $50,000 is agprtipriated for continuing the inves-
tigation of trade conditions abroad, of which sum $20,000 is provided
for an inquiry into the markets for cotton products. Under this gen-
eral aut.horltg investigation of foreign markets Is being continued. ‘g:vo
experts in the manufacture of cotton goods, who were recommended
very generally by manufacturers of such g‘oo?l’s throughout the country,
were appointed and have been enga in that special work since July
1, 1906. Investigation by men tralned In particular flelds of activity,
whose mental e%uipmerlt has been supplemented by practiceal applica-
tion, possessing In addition to these basie qualifications zeal to prose-
cute and ability to deseribe results of their investigations, can not fail
to be highly valuable to the country and advantageous to the special
interests that are served. Numerous letters have reached the Durean
from representative men in a number of the leading industries urgl_i::ﬁ
that inveat.igat[on be made of markets for the promotion ef their p
ucts through the agency of experts, as in the case of manufactures of
cotton. It is recommended that the attention of the Congress be invited
to this matter, and that provision be made for extending investigations
abroad In special flelds.

Referring to the markets for cotton products, he says:

EXTENT OF VALUE OF COTTON-CLOTH MARKETS.

The cotton plece-goods trade of China is one of large extent and s
constantly growlng. For the year 1905 the value of such cloths exported
to China and Hongkong by Great Britain was $49,625,000, a large pro-
gortion of which was composed of printed goods. For the year ended

une 30, 1005, the value of cotton plece goods e:]imrted to China from
the: United States was $27,761,000, ont of a total exportation for the
year of $41,320,000, and for the fiscal year 19006 we sold to China
$29,641,200 of cotton cloths out of a total for the year of $43,182,000.
It will be observed that the exports of cotton cloths from Great Britain
to China alone for 1905 were greater than those of the United States
to all countries for that éner!od. The figures of the cotton trade of
Great Britain and the United States with South America show a much
greater disparity than the figures for China. The entire value of ship-
ments of cotton plece goods from the United States to South America
for the year ended June 20, 1900, was £3,246,567, while the shipments
of Great Britain for the six months ended June 30, 1906, were valued
at nearly $18,000,000 and for the ten months ended October, 10006, at
nearly $32,000,000. To Argentine alone Great Britain in the six months
end with June, 1906, sold about $£7,000,000 worth of cotton plece
goods, or twice as much as the United States sold for the entire fiscal
year ended June 30, 1906, to all the conntries of South America.

There seems to Le no reason why the United States should not dis-
pose of a large quantity of cotton printed goods and inerease the male
of plain goods in the Orlent, and reports of all observers agrea that
ihis can be done if our manufacturers will consult the conditions of
the market, the requirements of the trade, the methods of doing busi-
ness, and the tastes and desires of the people, and adjust thelr business
to those conditions. The samples of printed goods sent by the special
agents of the Department from China, accompanied by elaborate de-
scriptions and explanations, were a revelation to our manufacturers
and clearly established thnt these goods can be produced in the United
States and sold in China in successful competition with those of
European manufacturers.

The special agents of the Department of Commerce and Labor
appointed to carry out the provisions of the present law, for

which this appropriation wds made by Congress, in a report .
“which has been published, and which I have, show that there
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is a growing demand for cotton and cotton goods in both north
and south China, and that the American manufacturer can find
an increasing market there, provided he can be informed in a
well-defined way of the needs of the market. Not only is the
foreign trade in cotton and cotton manufactures of great im-
portance, but the cotton-seed industry and the products of cot-
ton seed, most of which in former years was thrown away, have
become one of the greatest industries in the country, especially
in the South, where cotton is raised, until now produects of the
value of $100,000,000 a year are produced from cotton seed, of
which thirty million and odd dollars was exported this year, in-
creasing from $13,000,000 in 1807 to $31,000,000 and over in
1906.

It may well be said that the cotton industry—the production
of raw cotton and the manufactured products from the raw
material and other by-products—is not only the greatest and
most valiable industry in the United States, but in the world.
This statement can not be answered by ridicule or comparison
of the great staple product of the South, which produces this
great wealth for the country and the world, with other insig-
nificant products of the United States, as the gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. Svrrivan] has undertaken to do. Two-
thirds of the raw materinl of cotton raised by the Southern
States, which is the ecotton-producing country of the world, is
exported, to be converted by England, Germany, France, and
other nations, into manufactured goods for the clothing of
- the world. But more than that, this great staple crop of the
South has brought into the United States untold millions of for-
eign gold, and through it has not only made the South prosper-
ous, but the entire country. In 1905 the value of raw cotton ex-
ported and the by-products of cotton, other than goods manufac-
tured from cotton, brought into the United States $380,000,000
of the $400,000,000 of excess of exports over imports for that
year. This great staple agricultural product of the South pro-
duces annually all of this excess except about $20,000,000. In
five years the cotton ecrop and its by-products from seed
amounted in value to $2,974,000,000, which was $400,000,000
more than the entire output of gold and silver of the world for
those years. So that this small sum asked for by this amend-
ment is to be expended not simply to aid the farmers and man-
ufacturers of the South, but to aid the entire United States,
which but for this great staple product of our farms would not
to-day enjoy the prosperity that it does.

Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand the reports, not those made
- by one of our consular agents, but of the special agents ap-
pointed under the appropriation made last year to make these
investigations, and I hold in my hand the summarized report
of the Chief of the Bureau of Manufactures upon that subject,
from which I have quoted. We are informed of the competition
we are to meet and how we are to meet it. These investigations
have been made both in northern and southern China and India
and South America. The people of the South who are engaged
in producing this great wealth of our country have outstripped
our brethren of the North in the manufacture of cotton goods,
because, from manufacturing only a small portion thirty years
ago, we now manufacture more raw cotton in the South than
in the Northern or Eastern States. And for this great staple
product of ours, which is turned into cloth for the clothing
of the world, we simply ask that the small sum of $20,000 shall
be appropriated in order that we may be informed where this
irade can best be found and the conditions existing, so we can
compete with the world.

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Lirraver] asked the gen-
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. THoaas] if there was any
proof or any statement that these investigations had been of
any benefit. I have in my possession a telegram signed by many
manufacturers of cotion-seed oil in my distriet, and they have
appealed to me asking me to see that this appropriation shall
be had, because it has been of inestimable benefit to them and
to the manufacturers of coiton-seed oil. I make this state-
ment on information furnished by gentlemen who dre engaged in
the manufacture of at least $100,000,000 worth of this preduct
f year.

Mr. Chairman, this product, the cotton of the South, not only
brings wealth to the South, as it has done, but it has brought
wealth to the entire people of the United States. For more than
three or four years the value of the product has increased from
$540.000,000 until the product this year will amount to $650,-
000,000 and more, not for the manufactured product, but for
the raw material. No other product of this country can compare
with it except the great corn crop.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like just a minute
more.

The CHAIRMAN.

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Bart-

LETT] asks unanimous consent to continue his remarks for one
minute. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I started to say this great
crop of ours is greater in value than all of the other crops of
the country except corn, and the most remarkable thing is that
with that crop, amounting to $650,000,000 a year, the raw ma-
terial is not consumed at home like that other great agricul-
tural product which exeeeds it in value, but two-thirds of it is
shipped and brings into this country every year hundreds of
millions of dollars of foreign gold to create and increase our
prosperity, not simply of its producers, but of the entire country.
[Applause.] .

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the sub-
stitute offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
SULLIVAN].

The question was taken; and the substitute was rejected.

Mr, LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following substi-
tute to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia
[Mr. LiviNasTON].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Lir-
TAUER] offers a substitute, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

For compensation and actual necessary traveling expenses of special
agents to investigate trade conditions abroad, with the object of pro-
moting foreign commerce of the United States, $30,000, and the re-
sults of such investigation shall be reported to Congress.
tutThe CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the substi-

e.

Mr. LITTAUER. Mr. Chairman, the difference between the
provision I have offered and the provision offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. LiviNestox] is that, in the first
place, it eliminates the specific compensation to be paid to a
special agent. I believe the gentleman’s provision ealls for
compensation at the rate of $10 a day, and, secondly, my substi-
tute omits the words “ twenty thousand dollars ” as the specified
sum to be used in the investigation of markets for cotton prod-
ucts, and, further, I propose to reduce the total amount appro-
priated from $£50,000 to $30,000. I am in complete sympathy
r"itll the end that is sought to be attained with this appropria-

ion.

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then, Mr. Chairman, why does the gen-
tleman cut out cotton, when he knows——

Mr. LITTAUER. If the gentleman will give me but two
minutes I will fry and explain my position. I want to develop
the commerce of the United States in every possible way. I
am a manufacturer, even a manufacturer of cotton goods. I
have read these reports one after the other, for I have been on
the Appropriation Committee which has suggested to the House
this legislation from its origin. We submitted it originaily
through the urgent appeals of the Secretary of Commerce and
Labor, to the effect that if he could but have a sum so as to
send agents into one country and another, he could report to
Congress facts that would enable our manufacturers to extend
their trade in a very large way. The result of that first
$30,000 of expenditure was that a professor of the faculty of the
University of California was appointed one of the agents. He
visited the countries of South and Central America with two
other agents. One of them, I believe, was assistant commis-
sioner at the Paris Exposition, and I believe the other one a
newspaper writer, who visited various countries, and sent us
back these reports, which gentlemen can obtain and read.

Now, gentlemen, you ean not develop the trade of the United
States by statistics; you can not develop the trade of the
United States by having a newspaper writer send you an
attractive description of various conditions of any particular
trade in a country, neither can you do it by gathering from
guidebooks and trade journals certain peculiarities of trade.
If you want to develop the trade of the United States in any
particular way, send some competent manufacturer abroad;
keep him abroad long enough that he can go into the details
of production and distribution that will enable the home manu-
facturer to understand in detail what he must do to compete
with his competitors in that market. I do not believe that the
expenditure of the $80,000 already appropriated will ever bring
back $80,000 to the United States. We are all intensely inter-
ested in the cotton industry and hope to see it extended year
after year, as it has in the last half dozen years begun to be
extended in the South, until it conquers a large part of the
trade of manufactured cotton goods throughout the world.
But you can not do it in this way; you can not do it by
attractive reports of newspaper men sent around the world.
Nor can you aid the cotton-seed people to find a market in
this way. If the cotton-seed oil industry, trust or otherwise,
wants to extend its trade, it has competent men, who thoroughly
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understand the details of that business; and if this country
does not furnish a large enougb market for their oil they will
send men throughout the world and use every shrewd business
method to extend their trade, and they will get results that will
inure to their profit..

Now, the appropriation last year as it passed the IHouse was
amended by an addition of $20,000 to be specially devoted to
cotton. I know nothing about whether it has resulted in any
good or not. This year we have been appealed to by various
manufacturers, by manufacturers of machines and machine
tools, by boot and shoe manufacturers, and by many other trades
to extend specifically appropriation to cover their particular
articles, By the way, there is a report on the boot and shoe
frade in England. I do not believe that report is worth—I was
going to say 10 cents. I do not believe there is a fact in it—and
1 personally deal with leather and leather goods, so that I know
something about it—that will ever enable an extra pair of shoes
io be sent out of the country or keep a man in this country a
day longer at work. I believe that this entire appropriation
will lead to no good result. There is a great deal of sentiment
connected with the question, and a great deal of sentiment con-
nected with the $20,000 with respect to cotton goods. When
the United States will no longer provide the best, most profit-
able, and most ample market for our manufactures, the energetic,
enterprising manufacturers of our country will themselves find
the way to extend their trade and conquer the markets of the
world.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

The question is on the substitute amendment of the gentle-
man from New York.

The question was taken; and the chairman announced that
he was in doubt. t

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes T0.

Mr. HEFLIN. Tellers.

Tellers were ordered.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr.
Lirraver] and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr, LIviINGsSTON]
will take their places as tellers.

The committee again divided; and tellers reported—ayes 86,
noes TT.

So the substitute amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon agreeing to the
amendment as amended.

. The question was taken; and the amendment as amended was
agreed to.

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker, having re-
sumed the chaiv, Mr. HeppurN, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 21574,
and had come to no resolution thereon.

STANDARD OF ORTHOGRAPHY,

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent for the present consideration of the following House
resolution, and I ask that the report be printed in the REcorp.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of the following
House resolution, and also that the report thereon be printed in
the RECORD. .

The Clerk read as follows:

HOUSE RESOLUTION GG3.

Resolved That it is the sense of the House of Representatives that
hereafter, in printing reports, documents, or other publications author-
ized by law, ordered by Congress or either branch thereof, or emanat-
ing from the Executive Departments, their bureaus or branches, and
independent offices of the Government, the Government Printing Office
should observe and adhere to the standard of orthography prescribed
in. generally accepted dictionaries of the English langunage.

The report is as follows: -

In reporting favorably the accompanying resolution the Committ
on Printing has been governed by the following considerations :

In the-various reprints of the Constitution of the United States ad-
herence to the original spelling is found in the majority of instances.

The spelling In the original statutes reflects the forms of spelling in
vogue at the time of thelr enactment.

The various codifications of the statutes reflect the spelling in vogue
at the time of the adoption of such codifications.

The last codification adopted was in 1878, The Statutes at Large |

now number fourteen volumes, covering a period of twenty-eight years.
Each volume reflects the spelling in vogue at the time of the enactment
of the statutes embraced therein.

A new codification is about to be presented to Congress. TUntil Con-
gress shall see fit to order the printing of this proposed codification of
the statutes, embracing all the enactments of the law-making power of
the Government now in force, in some form of spelling other than that
generally accepted by the peolple. it would appear to be the part of wis-
dom for the Government in all its branches, in the interest of simplicity
and economy, to adhere to a uniform system of spelling, and thf:’; 3y&-

XLI 24

lt}lamthshoultltbe the one already most generally recognized and accepted
¥ the people. :

If Congress shall adhere to the form of spelling already in vogue as
applied to the statutes, it would appear anomalous to emlﬁoy some other
form as applied to all of the preliminary stages of legislation, includ-
ing the proceedings of Congress, up to the point where these proceed-
ings are crystallized into law, and at this point order a change in the
spelling of the perfected legislation to preserve harmony in the orthog-
raphy of the national statutes.

The Executive order under which many public documents have al-
ready been printed was issued on the 27th day of August, 1906, and
has now been in force for more than three months. It has been ex-
tensively exploited, and the gimhllc has had ample opportunity to digest
the arguments presented in its favor.

MWithout taking issue as to the relative merits of any form of spell-
Ing, it is evident that public sentiment as reflected In the newspapers,
magazines, and other publications has not been favorable to the pro-
posed innovation embraced in the Executive order of August 27.

It is, therefore, a condition and pot a theory with which Congress
has to deal. It is not believed that the attitude of the general publie
would be materially changed If the Government in all its branches
were to adopt the form of spelling prescribed in the Executive order re-
ferred to, and only confusion and expense would result witheut any
commensurate advantage, even if the new form of spelling were deemed

referable. Moreover, Congress has no assurance, even if it should
eave present. conditions. undisturbed, that the next succeeding Admin-
istration would not revoke the present order. Much of the matter em-
braced in the publications of the Government is preserved in the form
of stereotyped or electroty plates, representing enormous values to
the Government in the saving of labor and other expense. All of these
plates would be rendered worthless in & moment by an order in a suc-
ceeding Administration rewkl.nf the Executive order of August 27 last.

The sentiment in Congress is such that it must be taken without
question. that in the gz‘;lntlng done for Congress the standard diction-
aries will continue to the accepted authority. If some other form of
spelling is to apply to the Executive Departments, it means a dual form
of slpelllng in the Government printing, g

Much of the printing that is done for Congress is reproduced in ex-
ecutive documents. Much of the printing that is done for the Execu-
tive Departments is reproduced in Confressl(mnl publications. If the
Government is to have two forms of spelling, this will necessarily mean
double eomposition, double stereotyping and electrotyping, double proof
reading, and other incidental expense. It will mean a double force of
proof readers, for it is inconceivable that a proof reader could be re-
quired to adu}xt himself to more than one system of spelling with the
expectation of rendering efficient service. ]

n justice to Government officials, it may be said, an order which
dictates a particular form of orthography, involving a departure from
the recognized standard in popular use, imposes upon the head of an
Executive Ile[]fartment. as well as upon all of his subordinates, a policy
that may well be considered in many instances offensive.

In the opinfon of the committee, an{ departure from the recognized
standards of orthography can not with safety, satisfaction, or econ-
omy be taken until Congress and the Executive shall agree upon the
adoption of other orthographic methods.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolution.
Mr. GILLETT. Will the gentleman yield to me a minute?

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will 3

Mr. GILLETT. I want to say one word, because if this reso-
lution goes through by unanimous consent without explanation
it might look as if everybody who believed in the simplified
spelling had changed his mind overnight. While I am per-
fectly content with this resolution, it is not because 1 have io
the slightest changed my opinion; but I recognized yesterday
that this House prefers the spelling now approved by the stand-.
ard dictionaries. I believe it is very proper and economiecal that
all Government documents should follow the same system of
spelling. I do not believe some of us should have our speeches
printed in one system and others in another, or that the Execu-
tive documents should be printed in one form and the documents
of the House of Representatives in another. I should prefer
that all documents should be printed with the new spelling, but
inasmuch as they should all be uniform, and I am obviously in
the minority, I bow to the will of the majority and approve the
adoption of this resolution.

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday I referred to
the origin of the law identifying or pointing out the English
language as the language of England, from which, as I claim,
we inherit the language that we have in this country.

I now ask unanimous consent to extend these remarks in the
RecorDp, to the extent of publishing the law under which the
official language of the people of England was changed from
the Norman-French to the English of to-day. :

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Ohio to extend his remarks? :

There was no objection.

Mr. GROSVENOR. The statute in question was passed in
1362, in the reign of King Edward III, and is as follows:

CAP. XV.—Pleas shall be pleaidedLit:lthe English tongue, and inrolled
n atin. ’

Item, because it is often showed to the King by the prelates, dukes,
earls, barons, and all the commonalty of the great mischiefs which have
ha plﬂened to divers of the realm, becanse the laws, customs, and statutes
of this realm be not ecommonly holdsn and kept in the same realm, for
that they be pleaded, shewed, and judged in the French tongue, which
is much unknown in the sald realm, so that the people which do im-
Elead, or be impleaded, in the King's court, and in the courts of other,

ave no knowledge nor understanding of .that which is sald for them
or against them by thelr serjeants and other pleaders; (2) and that
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reasonably the said laws and customs the rather shall be perceived and
known, and better understood in the tung‘ue used in the =sald realm,
and by so much every man ¢? the said realm may the better govern
himself without offending of che law, and the better keep, save, and
defend his heritage and possessions; ('.’é) and in divers regions and
countrles, where the King, the nobles, and other of the said realm have

been, good governance and full right is done to every person, because
tbat their laws and customs be learned and used in the tongue of the
country; (4) the King, desiring the good governance and tranquillity
of his people, and to put out and eschew the harms and mischiefs
which do or may happen in this behalf by the oecasions aforesaid, hath
ordained and established by the assent aforesald, that all pleas which
shall be pleaded in any courts whatsoever, before any of his justices
whatsoever, or in his other places, or before any of his other ministers
whatsoever, or in the courts and places of any other lords whatsoever
within the realm, shall be pleaded, shewed, defended, answered, de-
bated, and judged in the English tongue and that they be entered and
inrolled in Latin; (5) and that the laws and customs of the same
realm, terms, and processes, be holden and kept as they be and have
been before this time; (6) and that by the aneclent terms and forms
of the declarations no man be prejudiced, so that the matter of the
action be fully shewed in the declaration and in the writ. (7) And it
is accorded by the assent aforesaid that this ordinance and statute of
plea;iing begin . and hold place at the fifteenth of St. Hillary next
coming.

Thus it will be seen that the English language became ours
first, by the statute itself here cited, and second, by our in-
heritance. While it may be true that we do not in terms in the
United States adopt the common law of England in all our mat-
ters of legislation, it is equally true that the pioneers who came
to Jamestown believed that they brought with them the common
law of England as their guide, and for all these years since the
reign of Edward III, more than five hundred years, the English
language as spemﬁcd in the dictionaries of the language has been
the true language of the English speaking people. It \\'ould seem,
therefore, that the standards which have built up the language
are the proper guides to the present condition, and that the
changes must come more gradually, as they have been coming,
and which will no doubt in the long run continue to modify
the orthography of the language to a full and satisfactory
result.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion.

The resolution was agreed to.

_ LEAVE TO EXTEND REMAREKS.

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire the privilege of ex-
tending my remarks on the amendment to the appropriation bill

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorb.

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I also ask the same privilege.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the same
request. Is there objection to either request?
© My, TIHHOMAS of North Carelina. I also make the same re-

quest. )

- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.

Taoaas] also makes the same request. Is there objection?
There was no objection.

SENATE BILL REFERRED.

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its appro-
priate committee, as indicated below :

8. 6855. An act to amend the act approved August 19, 1800,
entitled “An aect to adopt regulations for preventing collisions
atl gen "—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries.

RESIGNATION OF REPRESENTATIVE PATTERSON, OF TENNESSEE.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi-

cation :
COMMITTEE ON INSULAR AFFAIRS,
HOUSE OF Ru]teaz\ruwu
Washington, D. 0., December 13, 1906,

To the SPEAKER:

I herewith tender my reslgnation as a Member of the Fifty-ninth
Congress, to take effect on the 15th day of January. 1007.

I have the honor to Inclose a copy of a letter a dressed to the Hon.
John L. Cox, governor of Tennessee, notifying him of my said resigna-

tion.
I have the honor to be, respectfully,
. R. PATTERSOX,
Member of Congress, Tenth District Teanessee.

G DECEMEBER 13, 1006.
His Excellency Joax 1. Cox,
Governor of Tennessee.

8imr: I have the honor to nolifyg u that I have this dag tendered
m!y resignation as a Member of the Fifty-ninth Congress to the Speaker

i:!n:al5 tligge; of Representatives, sald resignation to take effect Jan-
uary v

A co?'y of said resignation is herein Inclosed,

have the honor to be, respectfully,
M. R.. PATTERSOX,

Aember of Congress, Tenth District Tennessee.
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this communica—
tion will lie on the table.

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House ad-
journed.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com-
munications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred
as follows:

A letter from the Secretary of the Imterior, transmitting a
copy of a memorial of the Chickasaw legislature in reference to
sale of coal and asphalt lands—to the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs, and ordered to be printed.

A leiter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti-
mate of appropriation for dredging and piers at Jamestown Ex-
position—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be
printed.

A letter from the Secretary of War, requesting attention to
the accumulation of uselezs papers in his Department—to the
Joint Committee on Disposition of Useless Papers, and ordered
to Le printed.

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a copy of a letter from the Assistant Seeretary of Com-
merce and Labor, submitting an estimate of appropriation for a
site for a house and an outbuilding at Duluth (Minn.) range
light station—fo the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered
to be printed.

A letter from the Actiru: Secretary of the Treasury, ﬁuhm[tting
an estimate of appropriations for rent of additional quarters for
the Auditor for the Navy Department—to the Committee on Ap-
propriations, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of War, recommending legislation
to regulate the compensation of the superintendent of the na-
tional cemetery at Arlington—to the Committee on Military Af-
fairs, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, submitting
a detailed statement of the expenses of the Revenue-C'utter
Service for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906—to the Conunit-
tee on Expenditures in the Treasury Departmcnt and ordered ta
be printed.

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, tr:ulsmlt-
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an
estimate of appropriation for construction and maintenance of
military and post roads, bridges, and trails in Alaska—to the
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an
estimate of urgent appropriation for pay of the Military Acad-
emy—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be
printed.

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of State sub-
mitting an estimate of appropriation for expenses of the Inter-
national Water Boundary Commission—to the Committee on
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. .

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit-
ting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submit-
ting an estimate of appropriation for expenses of hearings on
land entries and of depositing public moneys—to the Committee
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed.

A Jetter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a re-
port of disbursements for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1906,
for colleges of agriculture and mechanic arts in the several
States and Territories—to the Committee on Expenditures in
the Interior Department, and ordered to be printed.

-A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting a copy
of a memorial of the Chickasaw legislature relative to public
highways in the nation—to the Committee on Indian AfTairs,
and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a
memorial of the Chickasaw legislature protesting against the
enrollment of certain children, and transmitting an opinion of
the Assistant Attorney-General in the case of Ethel Pierson—to
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of War, submitting papers relating
to the claim of Gutierrez Hermanos—to the Commitiee on
Claims, and ordered to be printed.
© A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in ac-
cordance with the act of June 29, 1904, ecertain documents per-
talning to the construction of a new vessel for the Navy—to the
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed.
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A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an
estimate of appropriation for contingent expenses of the Terri-
torial legislature of New Mexico—to the Committee on Appro-
priations, and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of
the following titles were severally reported from committees,
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the
Whole House, as follows:

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9250) granting an inersase
of pension to Obediah B. Nation, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5423) ; which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 14862) granting an increase of pension
to Ann E. White, reported the same with amendment, acccm-
panied by a report (No. 5424) ; which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 16249) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Miller, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5425); which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16389)
granting a pension to Jefferson Wileox, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5426); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen-
slonsg, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 16488)
granting an increase of pension to Charles Hopkins, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5427);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen-
siong, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16546)
granting an increase of pension to Lounis F. Beeler, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5428) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (II. I3. 18608) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary E. Strickland, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5429); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18677) grant-
ing a pension to Martin A. Luther, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5430) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18758) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary A. Daniel, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5431) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18791) grant-
ing a pension to Michael Bocoskey, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5432); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R, 19363) granting an in-
crease of pension to Theodore Bland, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5433) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19510)
granting an increase of pension to Richard B. West, reported
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
5434) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

Mr, MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (1. R. 19577) granting an increase
of pension to Mary L. Patton, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5435) ; which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (IH. R. 19579) granting an inerease of pension
to Rebert Mayfield, reported the same with amendment, acceom-
panied by a report (No. 5136) ; which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. ATKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19648) granting an ivcrease
of pension to Sarah A. Wilson, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5437) ; which said bill and
report were referred to the I'rivate Calendar.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19713)
granting an increase of pension to Mary B. Mason, reported
the same with amendment,” accompanied by a report (No.
5438) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

Mr, AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the Iouse (H. R.19715) granting an increase
of pension to Susan M, DBrunsonn, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5439) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 19716) granting an increase of pension
to Mary F. Johnson, reported the same with amendment, ac-
compaiiied by a report (No. 5440) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19722) granting an in-
crease of pension to William II. Burns, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5441) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr., AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19818) granting an in-
crease of pension to William F. Clinkseale, reported the same'
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5442) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19907)
granting an increase of pension to James Butler, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5443) :
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar. :

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19923) granting an in-
crease of pension to Bettie Ferguson, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5444) ; which said
bill and report were referred to-the Private Calendar.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen-
siong, to which was referred the bill of the House (I R.
19998) granting an increase of pension to Eunice Cook, re-
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 5445) ; which said bill and report were referred to the
Private Calendar.

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20087) granting an in-
crease of pension to Cassia C. Tyler, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5446); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Ie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 20088) granting an increase of pension
to Mary J. Thurmond, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 5447) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

ITe also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 20146) granting an increase of pension
to Harriet C. Kenney, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 5448) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 20166) granting an increase of pension
to Sarah Salmon, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 5449) ; which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (II. R. 20198) granting an increase of pension
to Mary E. Maddox, reported the same with amendment, nc-
companied by a report (No. 5450) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H.R. 20219) granting an increase of pension
to Ellen Downing, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by & report (No. 5451) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20250)
granting an increase of pension to Thomas McBride, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 5452) ;
wl:jich said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.




372

CONGRESSIONAT, RECORD—HOUSE.

DECEMBER 13,

Mr. ATKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the Hease (H. R. 20269) granting an increasae
of pension to Sarah A. Galloway, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. §453) ; which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20357) granting an in-
crease of pension to Jane Auldridge, reported .the same with
amendizent, accompanied by a report (No. 5454) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the Houre (H. R. 20363) granting an increase of pension
to Otis II. Rnsh, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 5455) ; which gaid bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

- Mr, AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. Ii. 20391) granting an increase
of pension to Mary Jane Meldrim, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a repert (No. 5436) ; which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar

AMr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the IHouse (IH. R. 20421)
granting an increase of pension to George W.. Wheeler, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5457) ;
wrhich sald bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. RICHHARDSON of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pen-
sions, 1o which was referred the bill of the House (IH. R. 21142)
granting an increase of pension to Joseph Rose, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5158) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committes on Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Hounse (H. R. 21216)
granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. McCardel, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5459) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Ie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R, 21578) granting an increase of pension
to A. J. Gasliey, reported the same with amendment, accompa-
nied by a report (No. 546G0) ; which said bill and report werc re-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (I R. 7211) granting
a pension to James C. Southerland, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 5461) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the Dbill of the House (H. . 18582) granting
a pension to Josephine Hoffman, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a veport (No. 5462) ; which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORTALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as
follows:

By Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 22332) to construet a canal
from Rio Grande to Mississippi River—to the Committee on
Rivers and IHarbors.

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 22333) to provide for the
erection of a public building at Bradford, Pa.—to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. LEVER : A bill (L. R. 22334) to amend an act to reg-
ulaté the sitting of the United States courts within the district
of South Carolina—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. POLLARD : A bill (. R. 22335) to amend section 2
of the act of June 27, 1800, entitled “An act granting pensions
to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the perform-
ance of manual labor and providing for pensions to widows,
minor children, and dependent parents”—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 22336) for the better
protection of depositors and creditors of national banks—to
the Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. GRONNA: A bill (H. R. 22337) to increase the com-
pensation of rural mail carriers—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 22338) to
bridge Bayou Bartholomeiw, in Lounisiana—to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22339) appropriating $250,000 to eradicate
the Texas fever tick—to the Commiftee on Agriculture.

By Mr. WATEINS: A bill (H. R. 22340) to provide for a
survey of Sabine River, in Louisiana and Texas—to thc Com-
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. ;

By Mr. SULLOWAY : A bill (H. R. 22341) making an appro-
priation toward the construction of a dry dock at the Ports-
mouth Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. STANLEY : A bill (II. IR, 22342) for the erection of a
publie building at Hopkinsville, Ky.—to the Committee on Pub-
lic Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 22343) to provide for the
erection of a District of Columbia building and an appropriate
exhibit therein at the Jamestown Ter-Centenninl Exposition, and
ltur loltller purposes—to the Committee on the Distriet of Co-
umbia.

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 22344) to provide for the erec-
tion of a public building at Hickory, N. C.—to the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 22345) to provide for the erection of a
publie building at Gastonia, N. C.—to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 22346) to authorize the
Secretary of the Interior to sell the lands In Mays Gulf of
Little River, Alabama—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. BROOKS of Colorado: A bill (H. It. 22747) to amend
an act entitled “An aet to provide for the final disposition of
the affairs of the Five Clivilized Tribes in the Indian Territory,
and for other purposes, approved April 26, 1906"—to the Com~
mittee on Indian Affairs,

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 22348) aunthorizing a public
building at Monree, N. C.—to the Committee on PPublic: Build-
ings and Grounds.

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 22349) to increase the
amount fixed as the limit of cost of site and building at Mur-
freesboro, Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds. 5

By Mr. HULL: A bill (IH. R. 22350) to authorize the recorder
of deeds of the District of Columbia to recopy old records in
his office, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (II. R. 22351) to survey
and allot the lands embraced within the limits of the Blackfeet
Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, and to open the
surplus lands.to settlement—to the Comm&atee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. KLINE: A bill (. R. 2_".}.‘32) to amend sections 2
and 3 of an act approved May 9, 1200, in amendment of sections
2 and 3 of an act entitled “An act granting pensions to soldlers
and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of man-
ual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children,
and dependent parents,” approved June 27, 1800—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LACEY : A bill (H. R. 22353) establishing a minimum
rate of pensions for soldiers of the civil war—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions. ;.

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (II. R. 22354) to pro-
vide for the improvement of Broad Creek River, Delaware—to
the Committee on Rivers and Ilarbors.

By Mr. RIVES: A bill (1L, 12. 22355) te provide for the erec-
tion of a publie building at Litehfield, I1l.—to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (IH. R. 22356) to remove

restrictions on the sale of certain lands in the Indian Territory,
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs,
- By Mr. BIRDSALL: A joint resolution (IH. J. Res. 204) dis-
approving certain laws enacted by the legislative assembly of
the Territory of New Mexico—to the Committee on the Terri-
tories.

By Mr. HAYES: A resolution (H. Rles. 660) requesting cer-
tain information of the Secretary of War concerning the Chinese
and Japanese coolies now employed on the Panama Canal—to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. WACHTER : A resoiution (H. Res. 661) authorizing
the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to appoint.an
additional clerk—to the Committee on Accounts.

DBy Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (H. Res. (62) concerning
the pay of employees of the folding room—to the Committee on
Accounts.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED.,

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as
follows:

By Mr. BARTHOLDT : A bill .(H. R. 22357) granting an in-
crease of pension to Silas Chase—to the Comimittee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 22358) granting an increase of pension to
Oliver D. Pearson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A pill (H, R. 22359) grant-
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ing an inerease of penslen to Lonisa L. Wood—to the Committee
on Invalid I’ensions,

By Mr. BIRDSALL: A bili (H. R. 22360) granting an in-
crease of pension to Benjamin F. Bean—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 22361) granting an increase of
pension to George W. Favorite—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 22362) mak-
ing an appropriation to pay Esther Rousseau for horses killed
upon the Cheyenne Indian Reservation, in the State of South
Dakota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 22363)
granting an honorable discharge to Alfred L. Dutton—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 22364) grant-
ing a pension to James F. lIumphrey—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 22365) granting a pension to Charles B.
Fessenden, jr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 22366) for the relief of Adam R. Hart-
zell—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22367) for the relief of Patrick Conlin—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 223G8) for the relief of Alonzo Rich—to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22269) for the relief of James B, Callison—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22370) for the rellef of Danlel Sands—to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 22371} granting an increase
of pension to Samuel Hickman—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. s ;

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 2237#) granting an in-
crease of pension to James C. Corder—to the Committee on In-
valid PenS§ions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 22373) granting an increase of pension to
Willis Hargrave—to the Committee on Invalid Persions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22374) granting an increase of pension to
Calyin Elam—to the Commitfee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22375) granting an increase of pension to
Jeremiah Halcomb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 22376) granting a pension
to William M. Colby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R, 22377) granting a pension to Robert R.
Montgomery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 22378) granting an increase
of pension to Lidia A. Patterson—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (H. R. 22379) to remove the
charge of desertion from the military record of George F. Har-
ter—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 22380) granting a pension
to Sylvester 8. Ingals—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22381) granting a pension to William H.
Belknap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22382) granting a pension to Josie I.
Blair—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22383) granting an increase of pension to
Frederick R. Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a, bill (H. RR. 22384) granting an increase of pension to
William 8. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22385) granting an increase of pension to
James 8. Brackett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22386) granting an inecrease of pension to
William II. Tripp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22387) granting an increase of pension to
William Warren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (IH. R. 22388) granting an increase of pension to
Daniel A. Peabody—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22389) granting an increase of pension to
Harriett M. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. RR. 22300) granting an increase of pension to
Helen k. Worcester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. IR, 22391) granting an increase of pension to
David Y. Kenion—to the Cominittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22392) granting an increase of pension to
Eugene W. Rolfe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22393) granting an increase of pension to
Charles F. Wentworth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. RR. 22394) granting an increase
of pension to M. V. Easterday—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 22395) granting a pension to Edward
Miller—to the Committee on I’ensions.

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 22396) granting
an increase of pension to William L. Alyea—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22397) granting an increase of pension to
Francis B. C. Rall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22398) granting an increase of pension to
Ltebecen J. Forry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22399) granting an increase of pension to
William Sauvain—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22400) granting an increase of pension to
Benjamin 8. Lester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 22401) to provide
compensation to Daniel Yancey for buildings constructed by
him in the Yellowstone National Park—to the Committee on
the Public Lands.

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 22402) granting an honor-
able discharge to Alfred Childers—to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 22403) granting a pension to
Pleasant H. Farmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22404) granting a pension to Willinm
Lay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22405) granting an inecrease of pension to
Horatio M. McGoughey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 22406) granting an in-
crease of pension to Ignatious Lentenbacher—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22407) granting an increase of pension to
Henry Peacock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (II. R. 22408) granting
an increase of pension to Aaron Preston—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. GARRETT : A bill (H. R. 22409) granting an increase
oif pension to Margaret A. McAdoo—to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. GILHAMS : A bill (H. R. 22410) granting an increase
of pension to Charles F. Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 22411) granting an increase of pension to
Andrew J. Yeakey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 22412) granting an increase of
p]ensiou to Hugh Hubbs—io the Gommlttee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22413) to remove the charge of desertion
against Samuel 8. Caldwell—to the Committee on Military Af-
fairs.

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 22414) granting an in-
crease of pension to Buckhardt Scboenstein—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22415) granting an increase of pension to
T. W. David—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 22416) granting an increase of
pension to Barbara E. Schwab—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 22417) granting an increase of
pension to David B. Willard—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 22418) granting an increase
uit pension to Timothy Ford—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
S10ns.

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 22419) granting a pension
to Elizur F. Reed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 22420) granting
an increase of pension to Edward Wesley Ward—to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 22421) granting an in-
crease of pension to D. H. Moredick—toe the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (II. R. 22422) granting an
increase of pension to Willlam J. Johnson—to the Committee
on Pensions.

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 22423) granting an increase of pension to
Louis Miller—to the Committee on PPensions.

By Mr., HUNT: A bill (H. R. 22424) granting an increase of
pension to William Faulkner—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 22425) granting
an increase of pension to Thomas Sires—to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 22426) granting an increase of
pension to Louisa A. Roberison— % the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: A bill (II. R. 22427) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Edwin W. Braman—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions,
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Also, a bill (H. R. 22428) granting a pension to Dora T.
Bristol—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 22429) grant-
ing a pension to George II. Woodruff—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions,

By Mr. LONGWORTH : A bill. (H. R. 22430) granting an
increase of pension to Alonzo C. Horton—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McKINLAY of California: A bill (H. R. 22431) grant-
ing an inerease of pension to Alden Youngman—to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 22432) granting an increase
of pension to Charles F. Matteson—to the Committee on In-
valid Tensions.

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 22433) granting
an inerease of pension to Andrew J. Moore—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 22434) granting an increase
of pension to 'eter McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid
I'ensions,

Also, a bill (H. k. 22435) granting an increase of pension to
Enud R. Syveraid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 22436) granting an increase of
pension to Franklin Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, .

. Also, a bill (. R. 22437) granting an increase of pension to
Louis A. Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. I&. 22438) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph H. Beck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 22439) granting an increase
of pension to Martin N. Briggs—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 22440) granting an increase
of pension to Daniel Mose—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22441) granting an increase of pension to
Jacob Mose—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. POLLARD : A bill (H. R, 22442) granting an increase
of pension to John Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
8slons.

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 22443) granting an increase
of pension to Lyman 8. Strickland—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions. 0

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 22444)
granting an inerease of pension to W. O. Anderson—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (II. R. 22445) granting a pension to
Adaline T. Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22446) granting a pension to William F.
Myers—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22447) granting an inerease of pension to
Frank Schadler—to the Committee on Invalid ensions.

By Mr. SHERMAN : A bill (H. R. 22448) granting a pension
to . Medora Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr., SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 22449) granting
a pension te Charles L. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. 4

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. . 22450) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Samuel W. Brewer—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. RR. 22451) granting
an increase of pension to John MeCaslin—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. ;
~ Also, a bill (H. R. 22452) granting an increase of pension to
William A. Narrvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 22453) granting an in-
creade of pension to William Swendeman—to the Committee on
invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22454) granting an increase of pension fo
Henry RR. Darst—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22455) granting a pension to Lounisa Fil-
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SULLOWAY : A bill (H. R. 224506) granting a pen-
gion to Ella Fall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 22457) granting an increase
of pension to Julia Churchill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill .(II. iR. 22458) granting an increase of pension to
Lewis Redding—to the Committee on Invalid I"ensions.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio:. A bill (H. R. 22459) granting an
increase of pension to James Tetlow—to the Committee on I'en-
sions. !

Also, a bl (H. IR. 22460) granting an increase of pension to
Jazob Bower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22461) granting a pension to George A.
De Voe—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 22462)
granting an increase of pension to Aaron Chamberlain—ito the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TRIMBLE: A bill (H. R. 22463) granting a pension
to Virgil H. Parks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22464) granting a pension to Berthina
Cold—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22465) granting an increase of pension to
George Hoffer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22466) granting an increase of pension to
Walter Florida—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 22467) granting an inerease
of pension to Thomas A. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. !

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 22468) granting an in-
crease of pension to William Kelso—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 22469) granting an increase of pension to
William 8. Mooney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

DBy Mr. WOODYARD: A bill (H. R. 22470) granting an in-
crease of pension to Flavius J. Ruley—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

CHOANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which
were thereupon referred as follows:

A bill (H. R. 14098) for the relief of John Shuffelbarger—
Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

A Dbill (H. R. 21701) for the relief of Joseph V. Cunningham
and other officers of the Philippine Volunteers—Committee on
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on War
Claims.

A bill (H. R. 22073) granting an increase of pension to Eliza
M. Scott—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 22084) granting an increase of pension to Joseph
W. Jenkins—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R, 22095) granting an increase of pension to Wil
linm C. Montgomery—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis
charged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER : Petition of Lodge No. 178 of the Bakery
and Confectionery Workers of America and other labor organi-
zations, favoring the Merchant Marine Commission shipping
bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. AIKEN: Petition of Greenwood Council, No. 19,
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction
of immigration (8. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Eliza O, Calvard—
to the Committee on Pensions. :

By Mr. ALEXANDER : Petition of C. Tussing, of Tonawanda,
N. Y., against section 1, subsection 9, of the copyright bill, rela-
tive to the feature against mechaniecal musical instruments—to
the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Papers to accompany bills for relief
of John Hand, Isaac N. Bliss, and William J. Turpin—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, perition of the Spanish-American Memorial Association,
for an appropriation to erect at Washington, 1. C., an appro-
priate memorial of the Spanish war—to the Committee on the
Library.

By Mr. BARTHOLDT : Petition of national committee of the
Spanish War Veterans, for restoration of the Army canteen at
military posts—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BARTLETT: Detition of Macon Council, No. 9,
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction
of immigration (8. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: aper #p accompany bill for relief
of Willinm O. Phillips—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Alsgo, paper to accompany bill for relief of Benjamin James—
to the Committee on I'ensions.




1906. CONGRESSIONAL

RECORD—HOUSE.

375

By Mr. BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for
relief of Louisa L. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BOUTELL: Resoinrions of sundry labor organiza-
tions, favoring postal savings banks, as follows: Kalamazoo
(Mich.) Cigar Makers' Union, No.208; Muskegon (Mich.) Cigar
Makers' Union, No. 24; Sault Ste. Marie (Mich.) Cigar Makers’
Union, No. 19; Detroit (Mich.) Brotherhood of Painters, Dec-
orators, and Paper Hangers; Biddeford (Me.) Cigar Makers'
Union, No. 40; Paterson (N. J.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 3;
Binghamton (N. Y.) Cigar Makers’ Unions, Nos. 218 and 16;
New York City Cigar Makers' Union, No. 141; Gloversville
(N. Y.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 483; Philadelphia (Pa.)
Bakers’ Local Union No. 6; Davenport (Iowa) Cigar Makers'
Union, No. 172; Muscatine (Iowa) Cigar Makers’ Union, No.
120; Marysville (Kans.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 163; Louis-
ville (Ky.) Cigar Makers' Union, No. 32; St. Lounis (Moe.) Cigar
Makers' Union, No. 44; Minneapolis (Minn.) Cigar Makers'
Union, No. 77; Memphis (Tenn.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 266 ;
Norfolk (Va.) Cigar Makers' Union, No. 240 ; Aberdeen (Wash.)
Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 109; Canton (IlL) Cigar Makers'
Union, No. 297; Elgin (I1l.) Cigar Makers' Union, No, 71; Mon-
mouth (I1L.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 305; Peoria (IlL.) Cigar
Makers’ Union, No. 118; Cincinnati (Ohio) Steam Fitters and
Helpers’ Union, No. 53; Cincinnati (Ohio) Central Labor Coun-
cil; Cinecinnati (Ohio) Boot and Shee Workers' Union, No. 15;
Cincinnati (Ohio) Boot and Shoe Workers' Union, No. 222;
Canton (Ohio) Cigar Makers' Union, No. 115; Columbus (Ohio)
Protective Union, No. 75; Springfield (Ohio) Cigar Makers'
Union, No. 45; Eau Claire (Wis.) Cigar Makers’ Unijon, No.
85: Manitowoe (Wis.) Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 477; DMil-
wankee (Wis.) Glass Bottle Blowers® Association, No. 15;
Watertown (Wis.) Cigar Makers' Union, No.-381; also the fol-
lowing, all of Chicago: Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers'
Union; Amalgamated Association of Street and Eleectrie Rail-
way Employees; Amalgamated Association of Street and Elee-
tric Railway Employees, No. 260; Amalgamated Glassworkers’
International Association, Local No. 1; Amalgamated Wood-
workers’ Loecal Union No. 5; Amalgamated Woodworkers'
Loeal Union No. 7; Amalgamated Woodworkers' Local Union

No. 44; Amalgamated Woodworkers’ Local Union No. 75;
Am'llgamated Woodworkers’” Local Union No. 17; Amalga-

mated Association of Street Railway Employees, No. 206;
Horse Nail Makers’ Union No. 7180; International Association
of Bridge and Structural Ironworkers, No. 1; International As-
sociation of Machinists, Progressive Lodge, No. 126; Interna-
tional Association of Machinists, Tool and Die Makers, Lodge
No. 510; International Association of Machinists, Unity Lodge,
No. 134 ; International Association of Machinists, Reliable Lodge,
No. 253; International Association of Machinists, Brassworkers’
Lodge, No. 766 ; International Association of Steam, IHot Water,
and Power Pipe Fitters, No. 54; International Brotherhood of
Blacksmiths and Helpers, No. 324; International Union of Steam
Engineers, No. 115; Independent Wood Carvers’ Association of
North America; International Brotherhood of Teamsters, No.
12; International Brotherhood of Teamsters, No. 721; Interna-
tional Longshoremen, Marine and Transportation Workers, No.
361 ; International Union of Elevator Constructors, No. 2; Jour-
neymen Horseshoers’ Local Union No. 4; Journeymen Tailors’
Union No. 5; Metal Polishers, Buffers, and Platers’ Union No.
6 Lithographers’ International Protective and Benevolent Asso-
ciation, Local Union No. 70; National Stonecutters’ Society of
the United States; Plasterers’ Local Union No. 5; Plumbers’
Union No. 189 ; Photo-Engravers’ Union No. 5; Sprinkler Fitters’
Union No. 281; Shipwrights, Joiners, and Caulkers’ Interna-
tionul Union, No. 17; Switchmen’s Union, Chicago Lodge, No.
199; Sheet Metal Workers' International Alliance, No. 115;
Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers' Union; Amalgamated Asso-
ciation of Street and Electric Railway Employees ; Amalgamated
Association of Street and Electric Railway Employees, No. 260;
Amalgamated Glassworkers’ International Association, Toeal
No. 1; Amalgamated Woodworkers’ Local Union No. 5; Amalga-
mated Woodworkers' Local Union No. T; Amalgamated Wood-
workers’ Local Union No. 44 ; Amalgamated Woodworkers’ Local
Union No. 75; Amalgamated Woodworkers’ Local Union No. 17;
Amalgamated Association of Street Railway Employees, Divi-
sion No. 266; Bakery and Confectionery Workers' International
Union No. 62; Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, No. 1;
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, No. 141 ; Brotherhood of
Carpenters and Joiners, No. 181; Brotherhood of Locomotive
Engineers, Chicago Division, No. 96 ; Brotherhood of Locomotive
Engineers, Mount Pleasant Division, No. 429; Brotherhood of
Locomotive Engineers, John Player Division, No. 458; Butchers
and Grocery Clerks’ Association, No. 3; Boiler Makers and Iron-
Ship Builders and Helpers, No. 39; Brotherhood of Engravers,

No. 1; Chicago Trades Union Label League; Cigar Packers' In-
ternational Union, Local No. 227; Coopers’ International Union,
No. 1; Carriage and Cab Drivers’ Union Ne. 17; Elevated Rail-
way Employees’ Union, Division No. 308 ; Glove Workers' Union,
No. 18—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. :

By Mr. BURKETT : Paper to accompany bill for relief of
John Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Papers to accompany bills
for relief of Patrick Conlin, James F. Humphries, and Charles
B. Fessenden—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Alonzo Richr and
Daniel Sands—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Adam R. Hart-
zell—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BRADLEY : Petition of the Newburgh News IPub-
lishing Company, against tariff on linotype machines—to the,
Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Hazel Glen Counecil, No. 208,
and Laurel Counecil, No. 126, Junior Order United American
Machanies, favoring restriction of immigration (8. 4403)—to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. DAWSON : Petition of Union No. 299, Amalgamated
Sheet Metal Workers® International Alliance, of Davenport,
Iowa for the subsidy shipping bill—to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. DOVENER : Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Will P. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DRISCOLL: Petition of Central City Council, No. 52,
Junior Order United American Mechanies, of Srraeuse, MY
favoring restriction of immigration (8. 4403)—to the Commit-
tee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. EDWARDS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Alfred Childress—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petitions of Lincoln Council, No. 14, and McKinley
Council, No. 81, Junior Order United American Mechanics,
for restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

By Mr. FLETCHER : Petition of Coopers’ Machine Operators,
No. 75, of Minneapolis, Minn., for the subsidy shipping bill—to
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. FLOYD : Paper to accompany bill for relief of John
W. Hudson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of citizens of Arkansas, for an appropriation
to make the waters of White River available for electric-power
purposes—to. the Commiftee on Rivers and Harbors. .

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William Pearson—
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. FORDNEY : Petition of Saginaw Reading Club, for
free-art legislation, as per bill H. R, 15268—to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany Dbill for relief of
Margaret A. MeAdoo—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GOEBEL: Petitions of Bethlehem Council, No. 79,
of Cincinnati, Ohio; Queen City Council, and Victory Counecil,
No. 180, Junior Order United American Mechanics; Phenix
Couneil, No. 58, and Concord Council, No. 134, Daughters of
America, favoring restriction of immigration (8. 4403) to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Vesuvius Council, No. 116,
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Sharpsburg, Pa.,
favoring restriction of immigration (8. 4403)—to the Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of William W.
Tyson and Edward Hadﬁeld—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Lady Unity
Council, No. 51, Daughters of Liberty, favoring restriction of
immigration (8. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petifion of Pride of Bridge-
port Council, No. 3, Daughters of America, favoring restriction
of immigration (S 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr. HOLLIDAY : Petitions of Old Glory Council, No. 18,
Daughters of America, of Terre Haute, Ind., and Lipord Coun-
cil, No. 70, and Lincoln Council, No. 56, Junior Order United
American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigration (8.
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. HUFE: Petitions of Bolivar Council, No. 570, and
Paintersville Council, No. 211, Junior Order United American
Mechanies, of New Stanton, Pa. favoring restriction of immi-
gration (8. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. WILLIAM W. EiTCHIN: [aper to accompany bﬂ]
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for relief of Charles F. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. KNAPP: Resolutioas of Pomona Grange, Jefferson
County, N. Y., for reduction ef duties on Philippine produects—
to the Commititee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LAFEAN : Petition of the Fruit Growers’ Association
of Adams County, Pa., for legislation to secure admission of
American frunit to German markets at minimum duties—to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, petition of the Federation of Trades Unions of York,
Pa., for the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Andrew Rick-
rods—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ella K. Wolf—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. J

Also, paper to dccompany bill for relief of Annie K. Sloth-
ower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Louis N. Brady—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of John Roth—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LAWREXNCE: Petition of the Telegram, IIolyoke,
Mass,, against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee
on Ways and Means,

By Mr. LEE: Petition of Mary E. Rainey, heir of Thomas It.
Couche, deceased, praying for reference of her claim to the
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: ’aper to accompany bill
for relief of Edwin W. Brayman—to the Committee on Invalid
Pengions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Dora T. Bristol—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of William Marvin et al., for an appropriation to
open, widen, and deepen the channel of Eightmile River, in
Lyme, Conn.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. LITTAUER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Mary 8. Houghtaling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McKINNEY : Petition of the Business Men's Associa-
tion and the city council of Rock Island, 111, for an appropria-
tion to improve the upper Mississippi River—to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors. ;

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for
relief of Andrew J. Moore, of Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the
. Committee on Pensions.

B Mr. OLMSTED :, Petitions of Annville Counecil, No. 954;
Swatara (Middletown, Pa,) Council, No. 858, and Steelton Coun-
¢il, No. 162, Junior Order United American Mechanics; Silver
Star Council (Harrisburg, Pa.), No. 130, and Lincoln Council
(Carlisle, Pa.), No. 117, Daughters of Liberty, favoring restric-
tion of immigration (8. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization.

By Mr. OTJEN : Petition of Milwaukee Division, No. 46, Rail-
way Conductors of America, for the ship-subsidy bill—to the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: apers to accompany bills
for relief of heirs of Aurela Robillard, and of II. I. Morancy,
administrator of estate of Zachary White—to the Committee on
War Claims. ]

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bills for relief of
heirs of Philip Houser and heirs of Daniel Ruggles—to the
Committee on War Claims,

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Frank Schadler—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany biH for relief of William F. Myers—
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of the Cattle Raisers’
Association, praying Congress to require the railways to furnish
sufficient ears to ship live stock to market—to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. STERLING : Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Isaane I. Stine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of John 8. Bray,
Joseph W. King, James D. Cox, and Richard . Jones—to the
Committee on hivalid Pensions. :

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Paper to accompany bill for relief
of Maria Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WACHTER : Paper to accompany bill for relief of
William Kelso—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WALLACE : Petition of J. H. Parkhurst et al,, for an
appropriation to reimburse said petitioners for over daily hours
of work on Georgetown pumping station from May 1, 1871, to
December, 1890—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WANGER : Petition of Lansdale Council, No. 111,

Daughters of Liberty, of Lansdale, Pa., favoring restriction of
immigration (8. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. WEBB: Papers to accompany bills for relief of Mary
C. Jones, Mary Ann Cody, Margaret L. James, Susan Baker,
Mary Levina Williams, and Isabel Manney—to the Committee
on Pensions. :

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of the Somerset (N. J.) Democrat,
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Friay, December 1}, 1906.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HExry N. CoupewN, D. D.
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved. g :
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS.

Mr. SPERRY, by unanimous consent, was given leave to with-
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, pa-
pers in the case of William C. Manning (H. R. 1857, Fifty-

eighth Congress), no adverse report having been made thereon.

PENSION DAY.

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that bills on the P’rivate Calendar in order to-day shall be in
order to-morrow immediately after the approval of the Journal.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks
unanimous consent that bills on the Private Calendar in order
to-day shall be in order to-morrow immediately after the ap-
proval of the Journal. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. : ] :

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL BILL.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re-
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 21574,
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the Iouse resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole IHouse on the state of the Union, with Mr, HeEpBURN in
the chair.

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as
follows :

Sec. 2. The pay of telephone switchboard operators, assistant mes-
sengers, firemen, watchmen, laborers, and charwomen provided for in
this act, except those employed in mints and assay offices, unless other-
wise specially stated, shall be as follows: For telephone switchboard

operators, assistant messengers, firemen, and watchmen, at the rate of
$720 per annum each; for laborers, at the rate of $6G0 per annum

‘each ; assistant telephone switchboard operators, at the rate of $600

each, and for charwomen, at the rate of $240 per annum each.

Mr, MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order to
section 2 in order to make an inquiry. Does this section in-
crease or decrease the compensation of these employees, or sim-
ply classify them?

Mr. BINGHAM. It does not in any way increase or decrease
the compensation, but it is for the purpose of preventing th
continual repetition throughout the bill. ’

Mr. MANN. I withdraw the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows: ,

Sec, 4. Only such books, periodicals, and pamphlets shall be pur-
chased out of any appropriation made In this or any other act for the
use of any library or office or officer as are strictly essential to the
technical and professional work of the particular I)e{)artmonr. Bureau,
office, or officer authorized to use such library or collection. of hooks ;
and all books, perlodicals, and pamphlets which now form a part of or

belong to any library or office collection of books and which are not
strictly essential to the technical and professional work of the par-

ticular Department, Bureau, or office shall he transferred on or hefore °

January 1, 1908, to the Library of Congress, except that books of
fiction and Dbelles lettres shall be transferred to the Wree IPublic
Library of the District. of Columbia, and all expenses of making this
transfer, not otherwise sufficiently provided for, shall be paid from
appropriations made for contingent ex{;enﬁes of the several Executive
Departments or other Government establishments to which this section
shall apply.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, 1 reserve a point of order upon
this seetion.

Mr. BINGHADM. AMr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amend-
ment to that section.

AMr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the point of order
until an explanation ean be made.

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in the preparation of the ap-
propriation bill the fact appeared 1uat there is in every Depart-
ment of the Government and in some of the bureaus of some
of the Departments miscellaneous librories, librarvies of fiction
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